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| WE HAVE RECEIVED the following suggestion for the 

gmployment of the Post Office in the service of county 
summonses:— 


“The cost of serving county court summonses is about 
40,000 per annum. ‘There are no means of ascertaini 
exact amount, but taking a metropolitan court as the 
lasis of the calculation, and allowing for difference of cir- 
mmstances in town and country, the amount named is 
ably near the mark. To save nearly the whole of the 
oney will be to some people no doubt a very startling pro- 
ition at first, but let us see whether it is practicable or 
ot. About one million of summonses are issued in a year, 
d about nine hundred millions of letters are delivered in 
same period; or, in other words, if postmen delivered 
mmonses they would have added to their work the de- 
very of a summons for every 900 letters. As a postman 
uld rarely have to travel over more ground in conse- 
ence of this additional duty, the real addition would be 
ibsolutely inappreciable. The service of a summons would 
@ less trouble than the delivery of a registered letter, be- 
Buse in the case of the letter the postman waits to take a 
ceipt, and in the case of the summons he would have to 
Mdorse a copy and return it, as he now endorses and re- 
ims a letter which he cannot deliver. The postman’s en- 
rsement might be witnessed by the postmaster of his dis- 
fict, and the two signatures should be made to render the 
vice good, in the same way as an affidavit of service by 
feounty court bailiff is good when it relates to a summons 
ued out of a “ foreign court,’’ that is, a court of which 
is not a bailiff. The responsibility on the part of the 
man, and his consequent trustworthiness, would be quite 
great as the bailiff’s, as the judge of the issuing court 
ght have power to fine the postman for misconduct in 
Wrving a summons, as he now has power to fine a bailiff— 
bpower very rarely exercised indeed. When the almost 
fect organization of the Post Office is considered, it seems 
ange on reflection that another, and an expensive orga- 
ization too, should exist side by side with it for the purpose 
f performing an infinitesimal service of the same kind. 
ready the orders for payment made by county courts are 
pnt through the post, and if not returned, are held to be 
y served, and if an additional guarantee be absolutely 
cessary, and doubtless it is, the Post Office have it ready 
hand, as appears by the method of serving notices of objec- 
fons to voters. These notices are delivered open to the post- 
baster, his receipt taken, and they arethen served by the post- 
ten in the ordinary way, the receipt being taken as proof of 
ce by the revising barrister. If to this were added the 
mature of the postman as before suggested, the legal 
bof ought to satisfy the most technical of judges; many 
‘ft them accept far less satisfactory proof of service now. 
_ Of course, in proposing the abolition of official appoint- 
Ments it is not proposed to turn the officers adrift. In this 
‘aso the dismissed officers could all be absorbed into the 
fost Office in a few weeks, or months at most, and probably 
men could be found who would be better postmen. 


3 This is a suggestion decidedly worthy of consideration. 
‘Ibis not quite true that county court duty will rarely 
/ Occasion the postman to travel over additional ground. 











Tn retired country distriots the rural postman may have 
distances much increased by visiting cottagers who 
Rever would have troubled him as a letter-carrier. But 
the saving remains of substituting one organization for 
distinct ones; and, if orders for payment can conve- 





niently be served through the post, it is difficult to see 
why summonses should not be. 





THE DEBATE which took place in the House of Com- 
mons on Monday evening last, upon the second reading 
of the Bankruptcy Bill. was of no great importance as 
far as the measure itself is concerned. The discussion of 
its provisions was of a very desultory character, all sys- 
tematic examination of them being reserved for com- 
mittee. But the debate was both remarkable and in- 
tructive from the attempt made by one member, Mr. 
Jessel, Q.C., not ‘only to state his views about the par- 
ticular proposals before the House, but to expound the 
general principles upon which insolvency laws ought to 
be founded, and have in times past been founded. And, 
whether his views be sound or unsound, he deserves the 
thanks of all who are interested in the amendment of 
the law for the bold attempt to induce the House of 
Commons to look at the subject in a spirit more worthy 
of a great legislative assembly than is at all usual, Mr. 
Jessel’s speech, too, is the more important because the 
English law of debtor and creditor greatly neecs revision 
in many of its most important branches, and ought to 
be brought under the consideration of Parliament. 

Many of the points touched on by Mr. Jessel are, 
no doubt, not strictly limited to the subject of bank- 
ruptey. This is so, for instance, with the matter which 
he urged so forcibly, the difference as to the priority of 
debts, and as to the effect of a fraudulent preference, in 
case of bankruptcy, and in case of the insolvency of the 
estate of a deceased person. He says, and says with 
truth, it is monstrous that specialty creditors and 
simple contract creditors should be paid pari passu if a 
debtor die the day after he is adjudicated bankrupt, and 
should not be so if he had happened to die a day earlier. 
And he is answered by saying—You are going beyond 
the law of bankruptcy. If the bill before the House had 
been one to amend the law as to the administration of 
the estates of deceased persons, and he had pointed out 
the same anomaly, he would have been answered—This 
may be true, but the subject of bankruptcy is not before 
the House. Unfortunately the wider subject of the law 
of debtor and creditor never comes before the House as a 
whole, and so the proper moment for discussing the more 
important of its rules never comes. This tendency, both 
of legislators and judges, to cut up the vast field of the law 
into little plots, and deal with each of these little plots as 
if it were wholly unconnected with any other portion 
of the field, and without ever inquiring whether it 
might not be better to apply some uniform system 
to the whole, is one of the most fruitful sources 
of confusion and injustice in the law. And the same re- 
sult is promoted by the practice of constantly legislating 
about procedure, and the jurisdiction of tribunals, and 
treating the positive rules of law to be administered as 
mere incidents to the question of procedure; the result 
being that the actual rights of the parties are entirely 
different, according to the tribunal before which they 
may be in litigation and the precise form of proceeding 
adopted. Mr. Jessel has given a good example of this, 
in the fact that the rights of creditors against an insolvent 
estate are one thing if the remedy adopted be adminis- 
tration in bankruptcy during the debtor’s life, another 
thing if the remedy adopted be administration in chan- 
cery after his death. We will give another example from 
a very different region of law. Two ships come into colli- 
sion, and one isdamaged. The owner of the damaged ship, 
thinking the other to have been in the wrong, seeks to 
recover damages from itsowner. In the result it appears 
that both ships were in fault. Upon these facts, if the 
plaintiff happens to have taken proceedings in a com- 
mon law court, he must bear the whole loss, and the 
defendant will get off scot-free. If he happens to have 
proceeded in the Court of Admiralty, the loss will be 
divided between them. Such cases as these show the 
value of a legislator who, when a particular branch of 
law is under consideration, remembers himself and re- 
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minds others that itis but a part, and not an unconnected 
part, of a whole. 

As to bankruptcy law, in the strict sense of the term, 
Mr. Jessel maintains three principal propositions. The 
first is that the statutory majority of creditors ought to 
have an unfettered discretion as to the terms they may 
think fit to make with the debtor. As to this, we fear 
that the experience of the last seven years is very much 
against Mr. Jessel’s conclusion. Secondly, he maintains 
that bankruptcy ought in no case to work a discharge 
from liability. As to-that it is sufficient to say at present 
that, whatever may be the case hereafter, public opinion 
seems by no means ripe for so great a change at present. 
Thirdly, he argues that the doctrine of reputed owner- 
ship ought to be abolished, except in cases of fraud. In 
this we quite agree with him. 





THE MARRIED WOoMEN’s PROPERTY BILL of this 
session, which we print elsewhere, is identically the same 
as the bill of last year. The sponsors only are changed; 
those of last session were Mr. Shaw-Lefevre, Mr. J. S. Mill, 
and the Recorder of London, the two former of whom 
are succeeded this year by Mr. Jacob Bright and Mr. 
Headlam. We wrote at some length upon the bill last 
year (12 S, J. 691), and shall therefore, for the present, 
content ourselves with repeating that, recognising, as all 
must, that the present law presses very hardly upon poor 
women unfortunate enough to have married bad hus- 
bands, the present bill discloses a very inexpedient 
way of dealing with the evil. An alteration is emphati- 
cally needed, but it appears to us wholly unnecessary, and 
therefore mischievous, to revolutionise the subject as pro- 
posed by this bill. We cannot help thinking that the error 
arises from a misconception, on the part of those who 
support the measure, of the limits within which protec- 
tion is possible. The protection which can by possi- 
bility be bestowed on a married woman is necessarily 
limited ; all that legislation can do, and which it has not 
yet done, is to make this a maximum; if more be at- 
tempted, such legislation, grounded in a radical error, 
will infallibly prove mischievous, As long as the wife 
chooses to live with the husband no law can prevent 
him, if physically the stronger, from seizing the actual 
instalments of her income as soon as they reach her 
hands. Nor can any law exonerate the woman who has 
married a scamp from all consequences of her act. 
We do not think that the desired end would be attained 
by a mere extension to all married women of the pro- 
tection already extended to deserted wives by the Matri- 
monial Act; but we believe that an adoption from the 
Code Napoleon of the system under which a marriage 
may be registered with “separation of goods” would 
effect all that can be done. 

The only alteration made in the bill by way of adapt- 
ing it to the present session is the substitution of the 
date January 1, 1870, for January 1,1869. In section 
11, however, the draftsman has forgotten to make this 
alteration. 





SEVERAL ELECTION PETITIONS have been withdrawn 
lately, and it seems likely that only a comparatively 
small proportion of those which remain will be tried. 
The ingenuity of election agents in spending money 
upon an election in novel modes which they hope will 
not be held to be illegal is doubtless great, but still the 
various decisions which have been given will show 
pretty clearly the light in which each of the election 
judges is likely to look on sueh payments, and thus it is 
improbable that there will be many really novel points. 
At all events when the judge who is to try the petition is 
known, if not before, counsel can now advise with a 
fair amount of confidence as-to the probability of success, 
and at the time the petitions were presented this was not 
at all the case. Of course, there must always be one 


greatelement of uncertainty, namely whetherthe evidence 
given in court will be to the same effect as the state- 
ments the witnesses may make beforehand; but as a 





case almost always appear stronger on paper than it 
afterwards proves, there cannot be much doubt that 
if on paper itis not strong enough to win there is reall 
no chance of success at all. Probably, therefore, there 
is good ground for withdrawing many of the remaining 
petitions, Atthe same time we hope the judges will 
exercise their jurisdiction in permitting withdrawals 
with caution. Notwithstanding all the precautions 
provided by the statute and the rules, there is ground for 
supposing that the real reasons for withdrawing petitions 
are often still of a character which if purity of election 
is really desired it is not expedient to encourage, 





WE EXAMINED RECENTLY at some length the report 
of the Marriage Law Commission, and in so doing 
noticed that it had taken three years to compile. Thig 
report was laid before Parliament nine months since, 
but no action has yet been taken upon it, and it now 
appears that none will be taken this year. Lord Chelms- 
ford, who was president of the Commission, called the 
attention of the Upper House to the report last Monday 
night, when the Lord Chancellor recommended that the 
subject be ‘‘ postponed beyond the present year.” He 
stated that on his accession to office, four months ago, 
he found five subjects requiring his attention ; viz., the 
marriage laws, the patent laws, and the judicial system, 
upon which three subjects Royal Commissions have 
now reported, the other two being the law of charitable 
trusts and bankruptcy; that three out of his four 
months of office were fully taken up by his judicial 
duties, and that in the remaining month he only felt 
competent to deal with one of the four subjects, and he 
found bankruptcy the most pressing and the easiest. 
Admitting, as we must, the force of this explanation, 
we still must express an earnest hope that the question 
of the marriage laws will not be shelved. All that the 
industry of man can accomplish Lord Hatherley will 
certainly do; but no man can perform an unlimited 
number of tasks in a given time. The instance affords 
an illustration of the expediency, whenever we attain a 
Ministry of Justice, of separating the superintendence of 
law reforms from the Chief Judgeship in Chancery as at 
present combined in the Lord Chancellor.* 





IT STRIKES us as rather notable that from Bridgwater, 
shivering under well-founded apprehensions of disfran- 
chisement, should issue a petition to the House of Com- 
mons in favour of the female franchise. Is it a sign 
that the males of Bridgwater are content thatthe females 
should share in the trifling emoluments of the franchise 
when reduced to the meagre form of a mere small slice 
in the county representation, though, when the cake was 
larger, they may have preferred keeping it to themselves? 





THE REPORT OF THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE 
LAW OF NATURALIZATION AND ALLEGIANCE. 
No. I. 

The commissioners appointed in May, 1868, to inquire 
into the law relating to naturalization and allegiance 
completed their report on the 20th February, 1869. In 
the first place credit must be given to them for the 
comparative speed with which they have reported, the 
simplicity of their report, and the completeness of the 
information (set out in the appendices) collected by 
them to guide their determinations. In fact the report, 
as presented to Parliament, is a complete storehouse of 
the law on naturalisation and allegiance, as it at present 
exists, not only in this country and in America, but in 
all British colonies and in all the European states. 
Before proceeding, however, to examine the report in de- 
tail, a few preliminary remarks are highly desirable. ; 

The character of a natural-born — so, nage 
with it a great many privileges, the Whole, Or | 
greater part, of which can be acquired by naturalization, 




















* Vide sup. 110. 
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according to the mode of naturalization adopted. Many 
of these privileges are best ascertained by enumerating 
the corresponding disabilities of an alien. He cannot 
sit in Parliament or be a Privy Councillor, he cannot own 
a British ship or hold real property, except on a twenty- 
one years’ lease for the purposes of occupation or busi- 
ness. In this way a clear notion may be obtained of the 
chief privileges of British subjects at home; but of 
more practical importance for the present purpose are the 
privileges of British subjects abroad. These consist 
mainly in travelling with a British passport, freedom 
from military service while resident in a foreign state, 
and protection by British ambassadors and consuls. But 
while British subjects have these advantages from their 
owing allegiance to the British Government, there flow, 
according to the theory of our law, these two conse- 
quences—first, that British subjects are liable to im- 
pressment wherever they may be; and, second, that 
British subjects found in arms against their native 
country are punishable as traitors. But inasmuch as 
the principle of impressment has fallen into desuetude, 
and as the right to punish as traitors British subjects 
found in arms against their country was practically 
abandoned in 1814, when the prisoners taken in the 
American war, who were British subjects, were ex- 
changed unconditionally instead of being tried as was 
threatened at first, although the parent country benefits 
by increasing the number of its subjects at home, it now 
gains nothing by retaining its hold upon those who, -by 
domiciling themselves in another country, plainly evi- 
dence their wish to change their nationality. Although 
domicil may be, as Sir Travers Twiss is of opinion that 
it is, a criterion of national character, still it is only a 
prima facie criterion, for the English law will not per- 
mit an Englishman by changing his domicil to change 
his nationality, the maxim being nemo potest exuere 
patriam ; so that if a natural-born British subject goes 
to France with the intention, which he carries out, of 
spending the rest of his life there, if he marries a 
French wife and has children, and even if he be natura- 
lized in France, he continues a British subject to the 
day of his death, and, what is more, his sons and grand- 
sons are British subjects, with all the privileges and the 
concomitant liabilities of British subjects. It is some- 
times supposed that the necessity for ascertaining with 
precision whether an individual is a British subject or 
not so seldom arises that legislation on the point is a 
matter of comparative unimportance. This error springs 
from considering only what is the fact that the question 
British , subject or alien is seldom at issue in our law 
courts. Where the question arises and is of most im- 
portance is in our diplomatic intercourse with foreign 
countries, and when our protection is invoked by persons 
resident abroad who claim to be British subjects, but 
whose claims are disputed or ignored by the Governments 
of the countries where they are resident. The point 
arose frequently during the American Civil War, between 
1861—6&. When the war broke out the British con- 
sulates were thronged with persons hastening to register 
themselves as British subjects, so as to avoid conscrip- 
tion. The chief difficulty was felt in the case of those 
persons who being British subjects had taken the preli- 
minary step of declaring on oath their intention to 
become citizens of the United States. These persons 
were rendered liable to serve in the army by the Act of 
Congress of March 3rd, 1863, but by a proclamation of 
May 11th, 1863, were given sixty-five days to leave the 
States, and thus avoid military service. In China so 
great a difficulty was experienced in distinguishing 
British subjects of Chinese descent from the native 
population that they were required by a notification, 
issued on October 6th, 1868, by Sir Rutherford Alcock, 
to discard the Chinese costume and adopt another dress, 
on pain of forfeiting British protection. From this 
point of view it is evident that there is an absolute 
necessity for placing the law as to naturalization and 


are prepared to adopt the novel doctrine started 
by a distinguished Prussian political economist, Herr 
Wirckman, that it is better policy, and far more eco- 
nomical, for a state to leave its citizens abroad to take 
care of themselves and their interests. Another point 
of view, from which an alteration of the present law 
seems desirable, is that in so far as it prohibits aliens 
from holding land, it keeps manufactures out of the 
country which would otherwise come into the country. 
The only instance of this quoted in the appendices to 
the report (many others might have been given) is the 
case of Mr. Brandauer, a steel pen manufacturer, who 
was in business at Birmingham, ia partnership with a 
British subject. On the partnership being dissolved 
the property oi the firm, including the manufactory, 
which was freehold, was to devolve on Mr. Brandauer, 
but he being an alien, it became thereby forfeited to the 
Crown. Of course the Crown did not avail itself of the 
forfeiture, but re-granted the manufactory to a trustee 

for sale in favour of M. Brandauer, which was an ex- 

pensive process. By his directions his solicitors ad- 

dressed a letter to the Royal Commissioners, the material 

portions of which are these :— 


‘It must be desirable (viewing the question from the Eng- 
lish side) that foreigners should have -every facility for and 
encouragement in employing English artizans in England. 
Had Mr. Brandauer known originally that there was the 
slightest chance of his having difficulty with reference to 
the freehold property in Birmingham, he most likely would 
have been deterred from starting his manufactory in Eng- 
land, for it was indispensable that he should erect special 
and extensive buildings, as he could not find any suitable 
for his purpese in the neighbourhood of Birmingham. 

Mr. Brandauer mentions that in his own business—that 
of the pen manufacture—some Frenchmen have, instead of 
establishing a factory at Birmingham, induced English 
artizans to go to Boulogne, and have now at that place the 
largest steel pen manufactory in Europe, where, of course, 
the few skilled English hands are instructing a number of 
Frenchmen, and France is thus deriving similar benefits to 
those which England in past times enjoyed by the extradi- 
tion by France of many of her best manufacturers.” 


Important as these considerations are, they would have 
probably not been sufficient to bring about a com- 
mission were it not for the proceedings in the American 
Congress, arising out of the imprisonment in Ireland of 
the American Fenians, and culminating in the Citizens 
Protection Act,* which finally passed both Houses, and 
became law on the 25th of July, 1868. 

With these preliminary remarks we now proceed to 
the discussion of the report itself. The first clause, after 
stating that there are two classes of persons who are 
deemed to be natural-born subjects—(q) all persons born 
within the dominion of the British Crown; (3) 
those persons born abroad, who are declared 
to be natural-born British subjects by various general 
Acts of Parliament ; and that the allegiance of a natural- 
born subject is by common law indelible—proceeds to re- 
commend—(a) that any British subject resident in a 
foreign country, who shall be naturalized in that country, 
shall ipso facto cease to be a British subject ; (>) that 
the wife and children under twenty-one of a person so 
naturalized shall also cease to be British subjects, pro- 
vided they have emigrated to the country of naturaliza- 
tion, and provided the naturalization of the head operates 
by the lex luci to naturalize the family. But the com- 
missioners do not recommend that any length of resi- 
dence abroad, or the acquisition of a foreign domicil, 
should per se operate to divest a person of British nation- 
ality. That these recommendations, or some slight modi- 
fication thereof, should be adopted by the Legislature, is 
beyond a doubt, but we adhere to the opinion expressed 
on a former occasiont that something more than-a mere 
formal act should be required as a condition precedent 
to expatriation. At any rate, notice should be required 





* The Act will be found in extenso in 12 Sol. Jour. 185. 





allegiance upon the simplest focting—that is, unless we 


t+ Vide 12 Sol. Jour. 153. 
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from a British subject about to become naturalized abroad, 
even if that notice were not fixed at a year or some 
longer period. The law of the United States requires 
three years’ previous notice on oath as a condition prece- 
dent to naturalization. From this quarter, then, we 
should be open to no censure if we required as much as 
three years’ notice as a condition precedent to expatria- 
tion. The advantage of requiring a notice would be 
that fraudulent expatriation would be thereby rendered 
almost impossible. 
; (To be continued). 





INACCURATE LEGAL LANGUAGE. 

During the last few years there has been a great deal 
of talking and writing on the subject of law reform, and 
something, although not much, has been done in the 
way of improving the law. The repeal of many of the 
old and practically obsolete statutes has been extremely 
useful, as it is only by such a process that the statute- 
books can be reduced to anything like a reasonable bulk, 
and the legislation with regard to county courts shows 
a desire, well meant if not always well directed, to 
cheapen as well as simplify the ordinary course of judi- 
cial procedure. ‘ 

There is, however, one subject closely connected with 
the improvement of the law which is but seldom touched 
upon, although it well deserves consideration, viz., legal 
language. No one will dispute that in a profession like 
the law it is of the utmost importance that the lan- 
guage used by its professors should be accurate and free 
from ambiguity; not only because lawyers have often to 
deal with the most subtle ideas which the mind can 
entertain, but also because legal decisions and statutes, 
necessarily the production of lawyers, are of the utmost 
importanee to the public, aud the clearer and more in- 
telligible they are the more useful they are, and the more 
completely do they attain their true object—the ex- 
planation as well as the creation of law. So far the 
accuracy of legal language directly affects the whole 
community, who are interested in understanding as far 
as possible the law which is promulgated either by the 
Legislature or the judges. There is also a further 
question in which the outside public are only indi- 
rectly interested, but which yet really concerns them as 
everything which affects the law must concern them. 
This is the legal language that is purely technical in 
its nature, and consists of words either unknown in 
general language, or, if known, yet used in some peculiar 
and unusual sense. 

Every science, art, trade, or profession necessarily 
employs technical words and phrases which are required 
to indicate some thing or idea for which there is no apt 
word in the general language, or are used either for con- 
venience or by mere caprice to represent that which 
might be expressed in language familiar to all. This 
must be so as long as the details of trades and profes- 
sions are not generally known to the public at large, 
and the law has its full share of technical words, 
which are seldom used except by lawyers. If it is 
important that the general language used by lawyers 
in the ordinary conduct of legal business should 
be precise and free from ambiguities, so that it may 
convey complex ideas clearly, it is, if possible, still more 
important that their technical language should be so. 
The technical language is exactly that which is most 
frequently employed, and generally has no exact equiva- 
lent in every-day speech, 

As technical language is used by but a few, it ought 
to be comparatively easy to effect any change that might 
be necessary for insuring to it the utmost precision and 
clearness, and yet, as a matter of fact, it is almost im- 
possible to induce lawyers to change any well-known 
form of words, however inadeqhate it may be to express 
the meaning which it is intended to convey, 

It is easy to find illustrations of what we mean by the 
inaccurate and unscientific use of legal technival lan- 





consisting cae 
guage. The difficulty rather is to know which of 
many examples we should choose. Perhaps wecould not 
do better than take the phrases, “implied contract” 
“implied promise,” “ implied authority,” &c., which are 
always opposed to “ express contract,” &c. It is probably 
rare for a barrister or attorney practising at common 
law to pass a day without using some of these expres. 
sions, and yet the meaning of the phrase is utterly am. 
biguous. Let us take the phrase “implied contract,” 
which is opposed, and in one sense properly so, to “ ex. 
press con .“? An express contract is one that is de. 
clared by words, signs, or writing, and has not to be. 
gathered from the acts of the parties. This is clear, 
Bnt what is an implied contract? It may mean a con- 
tract to be implied from acts, and which is not expressed 
in words, signs, or writings. For instance, A. goes into 
a baker's shop and takes a loaf without saying anything, 
Here is a contract by A. to pay a reasonable price for 
the loaf, the contract being implied from his act in 
taking the loaf. If he had said, “If you will give me 
the loaf I will pay for it,” there would have been an 
express contract. This is the most correct sense in which 
“implied contract” can be used. It means, then, that 
the evidence by which the contract is proved has to be. 
gathered from acts, and is not found expressly stated 
anywhere. The difference between “ express ” and “ im- 
plied ” in this sense is therefore a difference of evidence 
only. The contract is of precisely the same nature in 
each case. 

“ Implied contract ” is also used constantly to express 
what is meant in the civil law by “quasi contract,’’ that 
is, a state of facts from which arises an obligation that 
may be enforced in the same way that a contract is en- 
forced. For instance, money is paid under a mistake of 
fact. The payer is entitled to recover the money from 
the receiver. It is said that there isin such a case an 
implied contract by the receiver to repay the money;. 
but there is no contract in fact. There is no consent on 
both sides, no agreement, but the remedy of the payer 
of the money—i.e., his action—is in the same form as if 
the receiver had actually contracted to repay the money, 
and there had thus been a contract in fact. There is no 
similarity whatever between implied contracts of this 
latter sort and express contracts, except that the remedy 
by which each is enforced is the same. The distinction, 
therefore, between the two kinds of implied contracts 
is obvious, and yet there is no phrase in familiar use to 
express this distinction. 

The words “ warranty ” and “condition” are another 
instance of confusion of language. On the sale of chat- 
tels a warranty is a collateral engagement and not a 
condition precedent. If an unsound horse is sold, war- 
ranted sound, the purchaser cannot, by reason of the 
breach of watranty, refuse to keep the horse. The con- 
tract is complete, and the property in the horse has 
passed to the purchaser, who may sue the vendor for the 
breach of the warranty, but cannot rescind the 
contract. 

In dealing with cases arising out of marine insurances 
and charter-parties, the word “ warranty ” is used in the 
sense of “condition precedent,” and not of a mere col- 
lateral engagement. If an unseaworthy ship is insured, 
and there is a warranty that she is seaworthy, there is 
no liability at all on the contract of insurance, because 
the warranty in this case is a condition precedent, 
which must be performed before the contract takes effect, 
is broken, 

Again, where goods are bought under a specified com- 
mercial description, it is an implied term of the contract 
that the goods shall reasonably answer the specified de- 
scription in its commercial sense, and if this term is not 
complied with the purchaser is not bound to accept the 
goods, This is sometimes expressed by saying that there 
is a warranty that the goods shall answer the descrip- 
tion, and in this sense “ warranty’ means “condition,” 
or, as Pollock, O.B., said, “It is not exactly a warranty, 
but if a man contracts to buy a thing he ought not to 
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have something else delivered to him :” Nichols v. Godts 
(10 Ex. 191). : 

“Custom” is another word that is used in a most 
reckless manner to signify ideas which differ much from 
one another. The way in which land descends in sume 
places to the youngest son, or in Kent to all the sons, of 
an intestate is a custom of the particular locality. The 
right of inhabitants of a village to a right of way, or of 
a clergyman to a fee on the celebration of a marriage in 
the parish church, is a custom. The negotiability of 
bills of exchange arose originally from the custom of 
merchants. By the custom of some counties an out- 
going tenant is entitled to the way-going crop, and 
custom often controls the interpretation of and adds in- 
cidents to written contracts. 

It is obvious that the custom which is allowed to affect 
the construction of a contract has nothing in common 
with that which regulates the descent of land in Kent, 
or which governs the tenure of land in borough English, 
So the custom which rendered bills of exchange nego- 
tiable resembles but little the custom which adds clauses 
to a written lease. Yet all these different ideas are 
expressed by the one word which sometimes means one 
thing, sometimes another. 

The list of words used in this careless way is very 
large, as, for instance, amongst others, “ negligence ” 
and “ gross negligence ”—on which we touched last week 
in our article on the liability of gratuitous bailees— 
“lien,” “usual” and “reasonable” time, “ contract ” 
and “agreement,” &c., “mercantile law,” &c. In all 
these expressions there is more or less ambiguity; while 
the word “ transfer,” as used in the Companies Acts, is 
particularly ambiguous, and may, according to circum- 
stances, mean a piece of paper or certain transactions, 

This is a subject which well merits more consideration} 
than it has hitherto received. The connection betwee 
thought and language is so intimate that want of clear 
ness in the one is almost always followed or preceded by! 
want of clearness in the other. The maxim “ce qu’on \; 





principle, of which Tulk v. Mowhay (2 Phil. 774), with 
Lord Cottenham’s elaborate judgment, is perhaps the 
best illustration. A covenant by the owner of land 


‘and bind persons claiming under him ad infinitum, but 
in equity the rule is different. Provided there be notice 
of the restriction, no time is a bar. (Lord St. Leonards, 
V.&P., p. 596.) The principal cases which involve this 
equitable doctrine were referred to by Lord Justice 
Selwyn in delivering judgment on the case before us, 
All that we need say here is, that the doctrine is entirely 
independent of the doctrine of covenants running with 
the land at law, and that where there is a definite con- 
tract that a piece of land shall not be dealt with other- 
wise than according to a specified plan, or speaking 
generally, any restrictive covenant, such contract is 
binding in equity on all parties coming in with notice, no 
matter what period may have passed since the contract 
was made. The contract, however, must be one which 
the Court of Chancery can deal with. In Wedd v. Wyld, 
for instance, before the Master of the Rolls (March 6th, 
1869), the owners of the garden in the middle of 
Leicester-square took it with notice of covenants to keep it 
and the statue in the centre in a state of neat and orna- 
mental order. The bill, which was filed to enforce 
specific performance of this covenant or to restrain the 
defendants from interfering with the plaintiff’s enjoy- 
ment by keeping the garden otherwise than in a state of 
neat and ornamental order, was discussed ; not, it would 
seem, because there was any doubt of the rule of equity, 
but because the covenant was one which the Court does 
not at present consider itself capable of enforcing (see, 
however, the observations of Vice-Chancellor Wood upon 
Julk v. Mowhay,in Child v. Douglas, Kay. 560). Sub- 
ject to exceptions of this character, the general nature 
of this doctrine will clearly appear from the cases re- 
ferred to by the Lord Justice. And that it is a doctrine 
of much importance in these days of building specula- 
tion nobody will deny. The question in the present 





pense bien s’énonce clairement”’ is as true of all thought 
as it is of poetry, and accurate language is not only a 
good index of accuracy of thought, but it is actually a 
means of cultivating and increasing that accuracy. 

How much this precision of language is wanting in 
those who at present make English law may be seen by 
the most cursory reading of the statutes that are passed 
each year. No later than last week we had to notice 
the careless way in which the Bankruptcy Bill now before 
the House of Commons is worded; and the Act of last 
session conferring Admiralty jurisdiction on county 
courts (31 & 32 Vict. c. 71) is a specimen of the almost 
incredible recklessness of expression with which our 
statutes are drawn. The same fault is perceptible con- 
stantly in the judgments of the Courts, not only in judg- 
ments which are delivered immediately after arguments, 
but even in those which have been written after time 
taken for consideration, Wherever we turn in English 
law this evil is apparent. It is possibly owing in part 
to the construction of our language, which is not so pre- 
cise as for instance the French and Latin languages, but 
it is owing very much more to the utter neglect by 
lawyers of the cultivation of accuracy of expression. It 
is more easy to point out the evil than to suggest the 
remedy, but much good will be done if only general at- 
tention is drawn tothe existence of the evil. 





— 


RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
CovENANTS RESTRICTIVE OF THE FRE UsE or Lanp, 
Keates v. Lyon, L.J., 17 W. R, 889, 


Stipulations restrictive of the free enjoyment of 
land can be enforced in equity, provided the per- 
son into whose hands the land passes took it with 





case was of a subordinate character. A portion of an 
estate had been sold to a purchaser, who entered into 
restrictive covenants as to the buildings to be erected 
on it, and other portions were subsequently sold 
to other parties. The portion first sold having 
been re-conveyed to the former owner without 
restriction, the question was whether the purchasers 
of the other portions were entitled to the benefit of the 
restrictive covenants entered into upon the occasion of 
the original sale. The Lords Justices held that they 
were not so entitled ; or, in other words, that the re- 
strictive covenants came to an end on the re-conveyance, 
in the absence of any bargain as to their continuance. 
The space at our disposal allows us to do no more than 
refer to the case of Child v. Douglas, 2 W. R. 461, Kay 
660, which was strongly relied on in support of a con- 
trary conclusion, but which the Court in effect declined 
to follow. The decision in Child v. Douglas, so far as 
concerns our present purpose, comes to this—that where 
land is sold in lots to purchasers, each of whom enters 
into restrictive covenants with reference to the portion 
purchased by him, any one of them can maintain a suit 
for an injunction to restrain a former purchaser from 
infringing the covenants entered into by him, whether 
he knew of his covenants or not at the time when he 
purchased, inasmuch as he must be taken to have 
bought all the rights connected with his portion of the 
land, or, in plainer language, when a person sells pro- 
perty to a purchaser who knows that other purchasers 
are bound by covenants similar to his own, the purchaser 
is entitled to the benefit of those covenants, on the 
ground that such stipulations are regarded with refer- 
ence to the benefit of the property which the vendor 
reserves, and therefore pass by every conveyance of any 
portion of the property. We see, however, that the 
Lords Justices did not follow the principle enunciated ia 
Child v. Douglas, and held that subsequent purchasers 
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entered into by a former purchaser with the owner of the 
land, principally, it would seem, on the ground that 
such restriction, if enforceable by subsequent purchasers 
as a benefit reserved in their favour by the original 
vendor, would render their concurrence necessary on 
every sale of the property, and be a serious impediment 
in the way of “ free trade in land.” 





COMMON LAW. 
NEGLIGENCE — CONTRACTOR UNDER METROPOLITAN 
BoagD OF WORKS—SUBSIDENCE OF Roan. 
Hyams v. Webster, Ex.Ch., 17 W. R. 232. 


The defendant in this case, a contractor under the 
Metropolitan Board of Works, opened a highway for the 
purpose of constructing asewer. After the sewer was 
completed he filled in the excavation in a proper manner. 
Subsequently the earth which had been filled in subsided, 
and left a hole in the road, which was the cause of 
damage to the plaintiff, who, in this action, contended 
that the defendant was not only liable to finish the sewer 
and fill in the road, but also was bound to keep it in 
proper repair. The only statutory liability of the defen- 
dant bearing on this question was under section 11 of 18 
& 19 Vict. c. 120, which required that any person autho- 
rised to break up the surface of a street shall be liable to 
a penalty if he does not, “ with due diligence, cause the 
ground to be filled in . . and the surface to be made 
good in a proper and substantial manner.” This section 
clearly does not throw any duty upon a contractor such 
as the defendant to keep a road in repair after having 
once properly reinstated it. The defendant’s liability, if 
any, was, therefore, at common law. Such liability, how- 
ever, could only arise from negligence of some kind, and 
as the defendant was not under any duty to keep the 
road in repair, he could not be guilty of negligence by 
allowing it to be out of repair. The Court of Ex- 
chequer Chamber decided, affirming the judgment of 
the Court below, that the defendant was not liable, as 
no duty to keep the road in repair had been imposed 
on him, either by common lawor by statute. 





PRACTICE—FORM OF AFFIDAVIT. 
In re Elizabeth Fletcher, C. P.,17 W. R. 319. 

The Court of Common Pleas has jurisdiction, under 
3 & 4 Will. 4,c. 74, to enable a married woman to dis- 
pose of her real estate if her husband is living apart 
from her, and not contributing to her support. The 
necessary facts must be brought before the Court upon 
affidavit, and in this case the Court refused to make an 
order where there was no express allegation in the affidavit, 
that the husband was not contributing tothe support of his 
wife, Bovill, C.J., saying thatit was not forthe Court to 
draw inferences from facts mentioned in the affidavit, 
but that all the necessary facts should be expressly 
stated. This rule has often been laid down, and as it 
is a salutary one, it is well that it should be strictly 
observed. The loose practice of making orders on 
affidavite which do not specifically state what is required 
is a great inducement to the unscrupulous use of 
affidavits to attain ends which the facts do not justify. 





LARcenY—ConTINUOUS TAKING. 
Reg. v. Firth, C.C.R., 17 W. R. 327. 

It is of the essence of the crime of larceny that there 
should be ataking, and every separate and independent 
taking (where the other constituents of the crime exist) 
constitutes a separate offence. There are, however, cases 
were the taking is from its nature continuous, and can- 
not be treated as a number of different acts. Tteg. v. 
Bleasdale, 2 C. & K. 765, is an instance of this sort of 
taking. There the prisoner stole a quantity of coal from 
the mines of several different owners, and the taking of 
the coal extended over a long period of time. It was 


held that as long as coal was got from one shaft it was 
one continuous taking, “although the working was 





carried on by means of different levels and cuttings and 
into the lands of different owners.” 

A very similar question arosein Reg. v. Firth. There 
the prisoner had stolen gas for several years from the 
main of the prosecutors’ gas works, by means of a decoy 
pipe which brought the gas to the burners without pass- 
ing through the meter. The gas was used in a manu- 
factory, and was turned off every night and used all day, 
There were no cocks at the junction of the decoy pipe with 
the main, and the pipe always remained full of gas. It 
was urged for the prisoner that this use of the gas con- 
stituted a series of separate takings, as the consumption 
of the gas was stopped whenever the gas was turned off 
at the burners. A distinction was drawn beetween this 
case and Reg. v. Bleasdale on the ground that in the 
latter case the things taken were in existence during the 
whole of the taking, while in the former the gas last 
taken was not made when the first taking commenced, 
It was also contended that it should be shown that the 
prisoner had been present at, or had authorised the tak- 
ings of the gas, as otherwise he might suffer for the acts 
of others over whom he might have had no control. It 
was decided to be one continuous taking, on the ground 
that as the decoy pipe was always full, gas was in fact 
always being taken. The Court, however, go further 
than this, and say that even if the pipe had not always 
remained full they would have held the taking to 
be continuous, and several cases are put by Bovill, CJ., 
in delivering the judgment of the Court, which show 
that in such cases as these the Court will look only 
to the substantial nature of the acts, and if they form 
really one transaction the taking will be held to be only 
one act. 

The distinction between aseries of separate takings 
and one continuous taking may have a very im- 
portant bearing upon the evidence necessary to sustain 
a charge of larceny, although the principles upon which 
the prisoner’s guilt depends are, of course, the same in 
the one case as in the other. Whether a taking is or is 
not continuous is no doubt a question of fact, but it isa 
fact that is to a great extent for the judge as well as for 
the jury, and the judgment in Reg. v. Firth is therefore 
of importance, as it lays down the principles on which 
these facts must be decided. 








REVIEWS. 


The Lives of the Lord Chancellors and Keepers of the Great 
Seal of England from the earliest times till the Reign of 
Queen Victoria. By the late Lord Camrseny. Vol. viii. 
Lord Lyndhurst and Lord Brougham, with an index to the 
entire work, London: John Murray, 1869, 

Misrepresentations in Campbells Lives of Lyndhurst and 
Brougham. Corrected-by St. Lzonarvs. London: John 
Murray, 1869. 

The proverb bids us, if we cannot speak well of the dead, 
to hold our peace concerning them. ‘This, like every other 
adage, is not to be understood literally, It is just, as well 
as natural, that we should entertain this tenderness towards 
the memories of those who are gone and can never more be 
their own champions. But posterity still claims the right 
of fairly recounting and criticising the actions of its pre- 
decessors. ‘Truth may be told without malice ; and, besides 
that an indulgent reticence in favour of some actors ina 
byegone drama will often prove to have been exercised 
at the expense of the others, a partial account, even 
though accurately true in every single particular, can 
scarcely fail of an erroncous inference. Lord Campbell 
has not fallen into the common error of undue nas 
His account of Lords Lyndhurst and Brougham is brought 
up to the year 1858, the former being then eighty-six years 
of age and the latter cighty-one. Both memoirs were 
begun, as the cditress informs us, in 1853, when Lord Camp- 
bell had, for two years, been Lord Chief Justice of England. 
Lord Lyndhurst would seem to have surmised that Campbell 
meant to write his life:—‘ Half in jest, half in earnest,” 
says the latter,“ he has prayed that in writing his life I 
would be merciful to him; and I have Bogen: that if he 
would supply me with materials I would do my best for him 
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as far as my conscience would allow. He has replied, 
‘ materials you shall have none from me; I have already 
burnt every letter and paper which could be useful to my 
biographer ; therefore he is at liberty to follow his own in- 
clination.’” Ina note is added, “ Lord Lyndhurst has 
since asked me ‘ How are you getting on with my life +’ and 
as offered to correct the proof sheets, adding: ‘I can surely 
judge better than anyone of the accuracy of your state- 
ments ;’” which reminds Lord Campbell of a married lady, 
against whom a scandalous story had got abroad, and who 
said to a friend of his: “ You have my authority positively 
to contradict it, and surely I ought to know whether it be 
true or false.” If Lord Lyndhurst could have known pre- 
cisely how his life was progressing under his friend's treat- 
ment, his question would scarcely have been in jest, and a 
bitter truth would have been added to Lord Brougham’s 
remark chronicled in a subsequent part of the volume as 
having been made shortly after the publication of Lord 
Campbell’s previous Lives, that, “to an expiring Chan- 
cellor, death was now armed with a new terror.” Lord 
Campbell’s characters of Lyndhurst and Brougham are not 

iven to the world until all three have left us, and it ‘is 
or the present generation to judge between them. 


These two lives add an eighth to the most interesting 
seven volumes which Lord Campbell had published during 
his lifetime ; volumes of remarkable interest to all, but 
especially to the lawyer, and possessing a particular fasci- 
nation for the student who cares to watch the growth of 
equity jurisprudenee. Whatever may be said of the just- 
ness of the colour which the biographer has assigned to 
these two characters, the volume is liveiy reading. It 
must be entertaining to all, but especially to those 
of his own profession. Despite a certain Scotch cum- 
brousness of diction which peeps out occasionally, there 
fis a great amount of humour, sometimes apparently 
unconscious, and it is hardly necessary to say that 
Lord Campbell, writing of scenes in the lives of such men, 
with whom he was intimately acquainted, has innumerable 
good stories to tell, and he tells them well. In attempting 
a criticism on the lives and characters of two judges and 
statesmen, penned bya judge and statesman intimately 
acquainted with both, it is impossible to repress the natural 
feeling of diffidence. But on closing Lord Campbell’s 
posthumous volume, it is equally impossible to repress a 
determination not to acquiesce in his estimate of their 
characters if there be any legitimate escape from sucha 
conclusion. It would be with great reluctance that 
anyone could be brought to believe that two ex- 
Chancellors of modern times were persistently actu- 
ated throughout their whole careers by the meanest 
and most selfish motives. Yet Lord Campbell’s 
estimate is nothing short of this. He describes Lord Lynd- 
hurst, as a statesman, ready to sacrifice everything for place, 
as a chancery judge, content ever to take “the course 
which was likely to give himself least trouble, and which 
least exposed him to criticism ;’’ which latter Lord Campbell 
thus explains:—“ Upon appeals from the Master of the 
Rolls and the Vice-Chancellors he almost always affirmed : 
by which he had the treble advantage of lessening the 
number of appeals, of having the good word of the judge 
appealed from, and of shunning the necessity for giving 
reasoned judgments.’ Lord Brougham is placed before us 
as one who would sacrifice everything to his own love of 
display, and had few, if any, scruples in making assertions. 
In point of fact, little is left to cither beyond the sufficiently 
obvious attributes of intellectual vigour and indomitable 
energy. Ifthis be really truo ; if this be really the manner in 
which thecountry’swork has been performed by two whoraised 
themselves to the rank of its great Masters, then the lesson 
is the saddest which it has fallen to the lot of historians to 
teach. Nothing could more surely sap tho very roots of 
that public confidence which is essential to the successful 
administration of justice and law by the courts and by the 
Legislature than a universal acceptance of Lord Campbell's 
conclusions, Viewing this merely by tho light of what we 
already know of the victims and their biographer, we should 
say, somewhat after the manner of Hume's argument 
against miracles, that it is more improbable that their ¢ha- 
racters should be so bad than that Lord Campbell's testimony 
should be wrong. Much of what ho suys time has rendered in- 
capable of disproof. Some things may be directly disproved, 
and the tone of tho narration casts a suspicion upon all, 
Tho style is an uncandid affectation of candour, “ Having 
known him (Lord Lyndhurst) familiarly above halfa contury, 





both in public and in private life, I ought to be able to do 
him justice; and notwithstanding a hankering kindness for 
all his faults, I think I can eommand sufficient impartiality 
to save me in this memoir from confounding the distinctions 
of right and wrong.” (That sentence is a key to the spirit 
in which the volume is apes ‘* All rivalry between us 
hasjlong ceased, and I am sure I can never be induced to 
disparage or to blame him from resentment or envy.” 
Though throughout the book disparagement is rojled as a 
sweet morsel under the tongue, it is, we think, to be attri- 
buted rather to cynicism than either envy or resentment. 
But the “ faint praise” is often of the most damnatory kind, 
worthy of Miss Vinegar Verjuice herself. Thus 
we are told with an air of great candour that 
Lord Lyndhurst “took no bribes and he _ never 
was influenced by any improper motive in deciding 
for one party rather than the other, further than taki 
the course which was likely to give him the least trouble,” 
&c. (vide sup.) Could anything more contemptuous have 
been said? ‘The key-note of these biographies is cynical 
recklessness of accuracy, and when once we have discovered 
that the author has not hesitated to make a reckless 
damaging statement on no sufficient ground, we at once 
suspect that other statements, which we are not in a posi- 
tion to controvert, were made in the same manner. 

The volume opens with a statement which we cannot un- 
derstand. 

Lord Lyndhurst is hinted at as “very unreasonably 
ashamed of his family.’’ Whereas, in point of fact, his 
house was filled with family portraits, including notably 
that of the painter-father of whom Lord Campell says he 
“ might have been proud ”’; and it is difficult to imagine how 
Lord Campbell, visiting Lord Lyndhurst at his own house, 
should not have been aware of this evidence of the pleasure 
with which Lord Lyndhurst entertained the memory of his 
predecessors. 

Lord St. Leonards’ corrections are contained in a small 
thin volume. He complains, in the first place, of the man- 
ner in which Lord Campbell has told a well-known story 
respecting a small ‘‘ scene in court” between Lord Broug- 
ham and Sir Edward Sugden, when Lord Brougham, ac- 
cording to his custom, persisted in writing letters while 
hearing counsel. This point is not of very much impor- 
tance: Lerd Campbell says “Sir Edward sat down in a 
huff, but on this occasion he was laughed at and the Chan- 
eellor applauded.” Lord St. Leonards says he was not in 
a huff, and there was no such demonstration as Lord Camp- 
bell mentions. If there were any laughter, it must have 
been at the oddity of Brougham’s comparison. Lord St. 
Leonards also devotes several pages to his own version of 
an episode mentioned by Lord Campbell, under the year 
1833, when Brougham, speaking as Chancellor in the House 
of Lords, is said to have compared Sugden ‘‘in plain terms 
toabug.” In one respect Lord St. Leonards makes a very 
important correction of what appears to te a recklessly in- 
accurate statement of Lord Campbell's. Lord Campbell says 
that on returning from circuit in 1852 he found that the 
new Chancellor (St. Leonards) had been setting all the iaw 
lords at defiance, and had threatened to repeal a bill which 
he had introduced, as head of the Real Property Commis- 
sion, to regulate the execution of wills of real and personal 
property. He (Campbell) was called in by oo 
and ‘“‘we gave our noble and learned friend a lesson 
which made him comparatively modest and humble during 
the remainder of his short time of office.” The fact is, 
as Lord St. Leonards shows, that it was absolutely 
necessary, as he himself had previously pointed out, to 
repeal at once that portion of the Wills Act which required 
the testator to sign at the foot or end of the will. This 
enactment proved most mischievous, it being held that if a 
little too much space was left between the end of the will 
and the signature, the will was to be rejected as void. 
Lord St. Leonards stepped in with his amending Act and 
remedied this crying evil. He recounts the progress of his 
own measure, and the result establishes the reckless inaceu- 
racy of Lord Campbell's presentation of the matter. 

For the rest, Lord St. Leonards’ correction is written in & 
tone of rather undignified resentment which we are sorry 
to witness. That he has much to complain of is certain, 
but the correction might have been more temperately made. 








The petition against tho return for Taunton of Mr, Henry 
James has been withdrawn.— Ache. 
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COURTS. 


WESTERN CIRCUIT. 
(Before Byzzs, J.) 


Crown Court, BRISTOL. 

April 5, 6.—George Radford Webb was indicted for 
having committed perjury on the 20th of November. 

Lopes and Norris for the prosecution; Collins for the 
prisoner. 

This matter arose out of the riotous conduct of a mob at the 
last election here. The prisoner swore that a solicitor named 
W. P. T. Watkins was on horseback in the mob, and had 
incited the persons assembled to attack the house of a Mr. 
Winniatt, and break the windows. Upon this information 
Mr. Watkins was arrested, and committed for trial at the 
sessions for inciting the mob. He was tried at the sessions 
and was acquitted. This indictment was then preferred 
against the prisoner for perjury in the evidence he gave 
upon that occasion. The real question was whether Mr. 
Watkins was in the mob and inciting if when Winniatt’s 
windows were broken. On one side several witnesses swore 
that Mr. Watkins was not there; on the other, several 
swore that he was there on horseback inciting the mob. 

The jury after being locked up about two hours and a 
half, returned a verdict of Guilty, accompanied by a recom- 
mendation to mercy on account of the prisoner’sage. Mr. 
Watkins, the prosecutor, joined in the recommendation. 
The prisoner was discharged on his own recognizances. 

Alice Britton was indicted for having committed perjury 
in the same matter, before the magistrates on the 24th of 
November. There was a conflict of evidence as to the 
actual presence of Mr. Watkins in the mob. 

The jury returned a verdict of Not Guilty. 





ELECTION PETITIONS. 
BEewD ey. 

Mr, Justice Blackburn has appointed Tuesday, the 27th 
of April inst., for the trial of the recent petition, The Hon. 
A. Anson v. Cunliffe. This is the second petition from 
Bewdley since the late general election. In the former 
petition Sir Robert Glasse was unseated by Mr. Justice 
Blackburn. 

Boston. 


Notice has been officially given of the intention to apply 
for leave to withdraw the Boston election petition, Jones v. 
Malcolm and Collins. 


Dcruam (Sovrtn). 

On the 7th at Chambers, before Mr. Justice Blackburn, 
in this petition, Hendy v. Pease and Beaumont, an applica- 
tion was made on the part of the respondents for “ parti- 
culars"” as to alleged acts of bribery. Mr. Hoskins 
appeared in support of the application. Mr. Buck (Baxter, 

se,and Norton) made no objection, and his Lordship 
made the order. Mr. Buck called the attention of Mr. 
Justice Blackburn to the practice, under the new law, of 
requiring the names of the parties who bribed as well as 
the parties who were bribed. Under the old law the names 
of the bribers were not given, but now the names of both 
were required. His Lordship thought the names should 
be given. Mr Buck observed that generally the briber 
concealed his name. His Lordship made the usual order for 
particulars. The trial of this petition has been fixed for 
April 21, and it is believed that Baron Martin will be the 
judge to try the petition. 


Nonrrouk. 

The petition, Colman v. Sir E. Lacon, is to be tried at the 
Castle, Norwich, on Tuesday, May 11, before Mr. Justice 
Blackburn, 

NORTHALLERTON. 

The petition Johns v. Hutton, appointed for Saturday 

April 10, has been postponed to Monday, April 12. 


Horsuam. 

There were two election petitions for Horsham on a double 
return, and in respect of one petition an application was 
made to Mr. Justice Willes in Chambers to make 
an order of withdrawal, as the question raised would be 
decided in the pending petitions ; no application was made 
for costs. Mr. Buck (Baxter, Rose, & Norton) ealled the 





attention of his Lordship to the recognizance entered into, 
instead of the deposit of money, and said the Treasury 
would require proof that the claims on the fund, for which 
security was = had been satisfied before the same was 
discharged. r, Justice Willes thought the Treasury 
would require evidence similar to that required by the 
judges where money was deposited in the Bank of England. 
Wiis Lordship made the order of withdrawal of one petition, 


YorksuIRE, 

The scrutiny lists have been filed at the Common Pleas 
Rule-office in both the petitions Stanhope v. Beaumont and 
The Hon. Stuart Wortley v. Viscount Milton and H. F. Beau. 
mont. The lists contain more than 3,000 names, and the 
trial is expected to occupy two or three weeks. 


Hants (Sourx). 


April 8.—In this petition, Castleman v. The Hon. W. F, 
Cowper, an application was made at Chambers to-day on the 
part of Mr. Cowper to change the venue from Winchester 
to Southampton. An affidavit was made on the part of Mr. 
Hoskins, solicitor for Mr. Cowper, that all the witnessess 
resided at Southampton, and that the other petition had 
been withdrawn. Mr. Justice Willes said the other side 
must be seen on the subject. On being satisfied that both 
parties wished the alteration, and that no expense had been 
incurred, he would make the order. 

BLAckBURN. 
Deposit Money on Election Petitions. 

An application was yesterday made to Mr. Justice Willes 
at the Judges’ Chamber in the late Blackburn election peti- 
tion on the part of the petitioners for an order under the 
recent rules for the return of the deposit money, £1,000. 
Un the part of the respondent it was stated that there was 
no affidavit that the witnesses had been paid. Mr. Justice 
Willes said he should require such an affidavit. In the 
Bradford case it was shown that the claims were discharged. 
It was stated that in the present case each party was to 
bear his own eost, and it was proposed that the money 
should either be repaid to the petitioners or their solicitors. 
His Lordship said there would be one rule in all the cases, 
There was about £30,000 deposited in the Bank of England, 
and as a number of applications would be made he must be 
satisfied that the claims were discharged. On the evidence 
he had mentioned being produced he would make the order 
required, 





APPOINTMENTS. 


The Right Hon. Sir James Puatstrep Wiper, Judge of 
the Court of Probate and Judge-Ordinary of the Divorce 
Court, has been raised to the peerage by the title of Lord 
Penzance, of Penzance, in the county of Cornwall, His 
Lordship is the fourth son of Mr. Edward Archer Wilde 
(a London solicitor, brother of the late Lord Chancellor 
Truro), by Marianne, daughter of Mr. William Norris. 
His grandfather was the late Thomas Wilde, Esq., an 
attorney-at-law, who has thus been the progenitor of 
two peers of the realm, one of whom attained the woolsack. 
Lord Penzance was born on July 12, 1816, He received 
his early education at Winchester School, and afterwards 
proceeded to Trinity College, Cambridge, where he graduated 
B.A., in 1838. He did not take any honours. In November, 
1839, he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple, and for 
many years went the Northern Circuit. He was appointed 
junior counsel to the Excise and Customs in 1840, imme- 
diately after being called to the bar, and became a Queen’s 
Counsel in July, 1855. He unsuccessfully contested Leices- 
ter in 1852, and Peterborough in 1859. In the latter year 
he was nominated Counsel to the Duchy of Lancaster, and 
was raised to the Bench in April, 1860, as a Baron of the 
Court of Exchequer, on which occasion, as usual, he received 
the honour of knighthood. He served in the Court of Ex- 
chequer until July, 1863, when, on the death of Sir Cress- 
well Cresswell, he was appointed Judge of her Majesty’s 
Court of Probate, and Judge-Ordinary of the Court ef 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, which post ho still con- 
tinues to hold. In July, 1864, he was sworn a member of 
the Privy Council. His Lordship is a Royal Commissioner 
for inquiring into the constitution of the law courts, and a 
member of the Commission appointed to prepare a digest of 
the law. Lord Penzance married, in February, 1860, Lady 
Mary Pleydell-Bouverie, the youngest child of the venerable 
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Earl of Radnor, and sister of the Right Hon. E, P. Bou- 
verie. 

Mr. Rupert Atrrep Kerrie, Judge of the Worcester- 
shire County Court, has been elected Vice-Chairman of the 
Staffordshire Quarter Sessions. Mr. Kettle was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple in June, 1845, and was ap- 
pointed a county court judge (Circuit No. 23) in October, 
1859. He is a deputy-lieutenant and justice of the peace, 
for Staffordshire, and a justice of the peace for the counties 
of Worcester and Hereford; he is also a member of the 
Standing Committee for framing the rules of the County 
Courts. 


Mr. Epwarp Arnotp, solicitor, of Chichester, has been 
appointed Town Clerk of that city, in the place of Mr. 
James Powell, who has resigned on account of continued ill- 
health ; he has also been appointed Clerk to the Burial Board 
of Chichester, and to actas Clerk to the magistrates of Chi- 
chester during the absence of Mr. Powell, who has obtained 
two years’ leave of absence from the City Bench ; and also to 
act for Mr. Powell as clerk to the guardians of the Chichester 
Incorporation. Mr. Arnoldis ason of Mr. G. H. F. Arnold, 
of Petworth, Sussex, and took out his attorney’s certificate 
in Hilary Term, 1862. For a few years past he has been 
in partnership with Mr. Powell, and has acted as deputy 
town clerk of Chichester during Mr. Powell’s illness. 


Mr. Tuomas Jounson Maso, solicitor, has been appointed 
to the office of Clerk to the magistrates of Louth, Linconshire, 
in the room of the late Mr. Henry Falkner. Mr.Mason is a son 
of Thomas Mason, Esq. J.P., of Lincon, and has just entered 
into partnership with Mr. H. F. V. Falkner, the eldest son 
of the late magistrates’ clerk. 


Mr. Joxn Scort, of the firm of Brown, Wilkin, & Scott, 
solicitors, of Wakefield, has been appointed Clerk to the 
Commissioners of Land and Assessed Taxes for that borough 
in the place of the late Mr. Henry Brown. Mr. Charles 
Fernandes, of the firm of Fernandes & Gill, was the only 
other candidate for the post. 


Mr. Joun Poo xz, solicitor, of Ulverston, Lancashire, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Surveyors of Highways for 
Ulverston, who have been recently organized. Mr. Poole 
was certificated in Michaelmas Term, 1862, and is a member 
of the firm of Woodbourne and Poole. 


Mr. Witu1am Epwarp Smiru, solicitor, of Ashby-de-la- 
Zouch, Leicestershire, has been appointed by the Countess 
of Loudoun, and C. F, nity ts anal Esq. (who have 
recently inherited the late Marquis of Hastings’s estates) ,to 
be Steward of the Copyhold Courts of the manor of Mel- 
bourne, Derbyshire. Mr. Smith, who was certificated in 
Easter Term, 1841, isa member of the local firm of Green 
& Smith, and is also Clerk to the magistrates for West 
an (Leicestershire), and Repton and Gresley (Derby- 

e). 

Mr. Grorce Morizy Saunpers, of Wath-upon-Dearne, 
York, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
oaths in Chancery, 


Mr. Joun PretyMan Siinaspy Ronerrts, of 7, Leaden- 
hall-street, City, has been appointed a London Commissioner 
to administer oaths in Chancery. 

Mr, James Freperick Twerepate, of Oldham, Lancaster, 
has been appointed a Commissioner for taking the acknow- 
ledgments of deeds by married women in and for the county 
of Lancaster. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

April 5.—TZenure of Land (Ireland),—A Dill by the 
Marquis of Clanricarde, identical with that referred to a 
select committee in previous sessions, was read a first time. 

Marriage Law Commission._Lord Chelmsford asked 
whether it was the intention of the Government to introduce 
any measure founded on the report of the Marriage Law 
Commission. * 

The Lord Chancellor said that when he took office there 
were five important subjects beginning to be dealt with, 
(1) the law of marriage ; (2) the law of patents, on which 
% commission re en some time since, but on which no 
action had yet been taken; (3) the reorganization of tho 





* Vide sup., 182, 202. 


constitution of our whole judicial procedure, on which the 
report had only been presented during the past week ; 
(4) bankruptcy ; and (5) charitable trusts. He had to 
consider which of these five was the most pressing, for it 
would have been idleto grapple with all. He had chosen 
bankruptcy : the defects of the existing law were univer- 
sally admitted, and the whole mercantile community desired 
a settlement of the question. There was, moreover, the 
advantage arising from two bills having been introduced 
into the House of Commons and one into their Lordships’ 
House —measures all prepared with great care and delibera- 
tion. As to the Marriage Law, as the report was not 
unanimous, and the public had hardly had time to weigh its 
recommendations, immediate legislation would be somewhat 
premature. There was, moreover, considerable doubt 
whether, in one portion of the country at least, the recom- 
mendation of the commissioners would meet with general 
acquiescence, and, judging from the publications expressly 
interested in legal objects, he doubted whether the report 
had been so maturely weighed by the public as to warrant 
the expectation of such a general concurrence of opinion as 
would be necessary for legislation affecting the domestic 
relations of the community, He hoped later in the session 
to call attention to Charitable Trusts, but would not propose 
legislation while there was a chance of the subject obtaining 
due attention. 


April 6.—The Habitual Criminals Bill—On the report of 
committee, clause 4 was, on the motion of Earl Kimber- 
ley, amended by inserting words enabling a magistrate to 
commit a ticket-of-leave man to any prison within his juris- 
diction, there to remain until he could conveniently be re- 
moved; and also adding the following:—“ There shall be 
repealed so much of the 4th seetion of the Penal Servitude 
Act, 1864, as requires the holder of a licence to report him- 
self personally once in each month.” 

Clause 10.—Lord Romilly proposed the omission of that 
portion which authorised imprisonment for twelve months, 
with or without hard labour, upon mere suspicion. 

Earl Kimberley said this amendment struck at the very 
principle of the bill. 

Lord Cairns suggested that the wording of the 4th clause, 
to which Lord Romilly had offered no objection, should be 
adopted in this clause, so as to empower the imprisonment 
of a man twice convicted if he failed to make it appear to 
the satisfaction of the magistrate that he was not getting a 
livelihood by dishonest means. 

Lord Romilly then withdrew his amendment, and Lord 
Cairns’ was carried. 

On the motion of Earl Kimberley, the following was 
added :—“ When a person is convicted under this section 
of an offence which subjects him to the supervision of the 
police, the record of his conviction shall contain a statement 
to the effect that he is subject to the supervision of the 
police, in the pursuance of this Act, for a period of seven 
years, commencing from the date of his conviction, or words 
to the like purport, but the omission of any such statement 
shall not exempt any person from the operation of this sec- 
tion.” 

Clause 12.—Lord Romilly obtained the omission of the 
words “ was unlawful or that his intent,” lest, as the clause 
stood, an ordinary trespasser should be visited with severe 
penalties. 

The Earl of Kimberley obtained a change of the defini- 
tion of houses frequented by thieves or suspected persons 
to the following :—‘‘ Lodging-house, beer-house, public- 
house, or other place where excisable liquors are sold, or 
place of public entertainment or public resort.” 

The Earl of Shaftesbury added to the clause, “or allow 
the deposit of goods, having reasonable cause for believing 
them to be stolen” 

The Earl of Kimberley moved another addition, providing 
that the keeper of any place of entertainment or resort 
should forfeit his licence on his first conviction of an offence 
under this clause, and on a second conviction should be 
disqualified for two years from receiving any such licence ; 
also, that where there had been two such convictions within 
two years in respect of the same premises, whether the 
persons convicted were the same or not, the magistrates, if 
they think fit, may direct that for a term, not exceeding 
one year from the date of the second conviction, no Licence 
be granted to any person whatever in respect of such 
premises, any licence granted in contravention of the clause 

y the Excise or otherwise being void. 








Clause 14.—The Earl of Kimberley made the following 
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addition :— Moreover, where proceedings are taken against 
any person for having in his possession stolen goods, evi- 
dence may be given that there were found in the possession 
of such person other goods stolen in two or more other rob- 
beries within the preceding period of twelve months, and 
such evidence may be taken into consideration for the pur- 
pose of proving that such person knew the goods to be 
stolen which formed the subject of the proceedings taken 
against him.” 

The bill was then read a third time. 

April 8.—Common Law Courts (Ireland) Bill.—On the 
third reading, the Marquis of Clanricarde proposed some 
amendments, the most important of them being one to 
allow attorneys or attorneys’ agents to transact business in 
Chambers without the intervention of counsel. This had 
been the practice in England, with regard to motions on 
which no argument arose, since 1831, when a commission 
reported that the intervention of counsel was unnecessary, 
and though the commission which inquired into the assimila- 
tion of the practice and procedure of the Irish to the Eng- 
lish courts did not recommend the adoption of the same sys- 
tem no plausible reason could be urged against it. A motion 
which at Westminster cost only 13s. 8d., in the Irish courts, 
according to the best of his information, involved an expense 
of £3 or £4. In 1867, omitting the special cases which were 
brought before the judges personally, and in which counsel 
were engaged, there were 56,666 motions, the total cost of 
which would be £38,722, whereas in Ireland they would 
have cost £169,998. It was monstrous that suitors in the 
poorer country should bear so much heavier burden, and it 
was a gross job on the part of junior counsel to keep up 
these fees." He hoped the Government would on reconside- 
ration agree to the amendment. 

Lord Dufferin said the commission had not recommended 
the exteasion of the English plan to Ireland, and he under- 
stood that motions before judges in Chambers were disposed 
of as cheaply in Ireland as in this country. No desire had 
been expressed for the change either by the public or the 
legal profession, and the Government could not accede to it. 

The Lord Chancellor said the reference of motions to 
masters had not been resorted to in England as being the 
best system, but solely on account of the judges being over- 
loaded with business. In Ireland the judges had not more 
work than they could do. 

The Marquis of Clanricarde would not press his amend- 
mex‘s, but should be curious to see in how many cases the 
judges sitting in Chambers would call attorneys and agents 

efore them. It was a slur on the profession and an injustice 
© suitors that a barrister on one side should be feed for 
timply informing the judge that the parties had agreed to 
an arbitration, and a barrister on the other side for simply 
confirming the statement. 

The amendments being withdrawn, the bill was passed. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

April 5.—The Bankruptey Bill—On the order for the 
seeond reading, Mr. Norwood suggested that, in order to 
fagilitate the carrying the measure forward, the discussion 
should be postponed till the committee. 

Mr. Jessel, reserving the details for the committee, made 
some observations on the principles. Leaving dishonest 
debtors to be dealt with by the criminal law, the chief object 
was to effect a speedy arrangement between debtor and 
creditors. Unanimity among a number of persons being 
impossible, the legislation of almost all countries had allowed 
the majority to bind the remainder. Probably, on no point 
had the legislation of this country so much varied as on the 
question of what this majority should be. The old law only 
empowered them to give a creditor his discharge ; and that 
power was limited to a majority of four-fifths and subse. 
quently three-fifths in value; when arrangements wereintro- 
“Al, the assents had to be, at first nine-tenths in value, then 
maths, and then three-fourths, and he saw no reason for 
the provision in the bill, altering the figure to five-sixths. 
It ought to be the guiding principle that the majority of 
creditors should be perfectly ree to make any contract they 
pleased with the creditor. Precautions must be taken to 
secure 4 genuine majority of creditors. It wasa defect in the 






law that the debtor himself was allowed to make the arrange. 
ment. The proposition should come from the creditors, as on 
the cmtinent. To exclude all but genuine creditors, they 
should prove their debts as in bankruptcy. And a bribed assent 
should be made penal. With those safeguards the croditors 





should have the fullest power ; their arrangements should be 
altogether independent, if they thought fit, of the transfer 
of property by the debtor, and of his freedom or non-freedom 
from lability as regarded his future-acquired property. The 
75th clause of this bill was extremely imperfect. It seemed 
to be confined to the disposition of property and liquidation 
in view of bankruptcy. It ought to extend to stopping the 
bankruptcy proceedings at any time the creditors thought 
roper. 

r He dissented from the proposal to relieve from future lia. 
bility the debtor who paid 10s. in the pound. It seemed 
to him sound morality and prudent legislation that his 
future-acquired property should be liable until he had 
fully paid his debts. Exporience refuted the objection 
that if not released the debtor would not exert himself to 
acquire future property, and it was the interest of the com- 
munity that people should exert themselves and acquire 
independence. That liability and principle of total cessia 
bonorum prevailed in every country except our own. When- 
ever he found that the English law differed in some point 
from what he called the universal law of other nations, he 
was tempted to believe that the difference had arisen from 
accident; and so he found in the present instance. The 
first statute in bankruptcy was the. 34 & 35 Henry 8, c. 4, 
which not only contained no discharge of the future-acquired 
property of the debtor, but the sixth section expressly en- 
acted that if the creditors were not satisfied by the means 
provided by the Act they should have the same remedy for 
the recovery of the residue of their debts as before. 
The next statute, 13 Eliz. c. 7, did not contain any dis- 
charge. The statutes of James did not alter the law in 
this respect; so that till 1705 there were no means by 
which a bankrupt could relieve his future-acquired pro- 
perty from the claims of his creditors, and the English 
law was in exact accordance with that of the rest of the 
civilised world. The 4 & 5 Anne, c. 17, introduced what 
was called a certificate of conformity, which was declared to 
be a discharge. That met with universal disapproval, and 
the old system was restored and remained in force till the 
next year, 6 Geo. 4, which introduced a certificate to be 
signed by four-fifths in value of the creditors, or by three- 
fifths if an interval of six months had elapsed. That re- 
mained the law until 1842, when it was suggested that the 
creditors sometimes withheld their consent capriciously or 
vexatiously, and an Act gave the judge the power of dis- 
charging a bankrupt’s future property from the payment of 
his debts, so that this law of discharging future property 
from the payment of debts only dated from 1842, and 
since that period only had it been possible for a man to 
speculate at other people’s expense. 

The doctrine of reputed ownership arose from an accident: 
The original notion was that if a man put property into the 
hands of another in order that he might represent that 
property to be his own and obtain credit upon the 
strength of possessing it, the creditors had the right to take 
those goods. That was the Roman law, and the law of 
every civilised country. But this country had allowed the 
bankrupt’s creditors to take other people’s goods, merely 
from a mistake in framing the 21 Jac. 1, c. 19. The in- 
tention of that Act was to prevent fraud arising from the 
practice of reputed ownership, when persons about to become 
bankrupts conveyed their goods to others upon good con- 
sideration, and yet were the reputed owners thereof. For 
many years this clause was construed, in accordance with 
its title, to apply only to cases of fraud. In 1708, however, 
it was decided by the Court of Queen’s Bench that the in- 
‘erpretation of the clause was not to bo thus restricted. 
That was doubted by Lord Chancellor Goulburn in 1716; 
in 1750 Lord Hardwicke decided that it was tho law, and 
things remained as they were till 1774, when Lord Mans. 
field, in the Court of Queen’s Bench, reversed the law. 
He had no fault to find with the logic of the judges, except 
that it seemed to be logic gone mad. They declared that 
what was supposed to have been the meaning of the section 
could not be #0, because of the prohibition contained in the 
statute of Elizabeth against fraudulent debtors, of which 
they could not suppose the framer of the section to have been 
ignorant. ‘To give offect to this view they were compelled 
to read the enacting half of the section, without any 
reference to tho preamble, reversing all that had been 
done from the time of James. When tho Act came to be 
consolidated, in the time of George IV., the draughtsman 
left out the preamble, and retained only tho enacting part of 
the section ; and so the law remained till the present mo- 
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ment, He did not wish to interfere with the beneficial 
provisions of the Act of Elizabeth, but would move to 
rectify this at the proper point in committee. 

Again, was it credible that if a man who was insolvent was 
adjudicated bankrupt, and died the day afterwards, his 
property would be divided rateably among his creditors, 
while if he died the day before adjudication his property 
would be divided among different persons and in totally 
different proportions ? According to the law which prevailed 
in mest continental countries, the estate of an insolvent 
would be divided rateably among his creditors, with- 
out preference or priority, and the majority of his 
audience, even those who were lawyers, would be willing 
toadmit that such a division was consistent with equity and 
justice. 

He came next toa still more important point in the admin- 
istration of assets. As long as a trader was alive he must 
not commit what was called a fraudulent preference. A 
debtor, knowing that he was about to become bankrupt, 
must not go voluntarily to any of his creditors and pay 
him the amount of his debt in full; and if he did these conse- 
quences followed, the bankrupt was punished and the creditor 
was made to refund. But supposing a man died before he 
had been adjudicated a bankrupt, what was the law as re- 
garded his executor? Why, the executor had a full right 
to prefer any one creditor before the others of equal degree. 
And why should the executors have this power; why should 
they possess a power of dealing with the estate which the 
persons whom they represented did not possess? The law 
might be altered easily by enacting that no executor or 
administrator should be allowed hereafter to give any 
ee to his own or to any other creditor’s debt as 

tween the other creditors ; and, secondly, that there should 
be no preference between the creditors, whether their debts 
were secured under a mortgage or not. 

Mr. G. B. Gregory, speaking for solicitors, said the main 
principle of the bill— that which placed the administration 
of the bankrupt’s assets in the hands of the creditors—had 
met with general approval; but the establishment of a special 
bankruptcy tribunal was much deprecated. The first ob- 
jection to a special bankruptcy tribunal was the natural ten- 
dency of such a tribunal to take narrow views of the 
principles of the law relating to the subject; and se- 
condly, that, although the judge selected in the first 
instance might be well qualified to discharge the pe- 
culiar functions of his office, the judges  subse- 
quently appointed might not possess suck qualifications, 
although the suitors were bound to submit themselves to 
their jurisdiction. Moreover, except for the purpose of 
appeal from the counties, the jurisdiction of this special 
tribunal was confined to the London district alone. It 
would be more satisfactory if these county appeals went to 
the. ordinary courts of law in the usual course, just as 
motions for new trials ; and if the metropolitan bankruptcy 
business were taken before those tribunals. It would have 
been as well if no distinction had been drawn between 
traders and non-traders, and if further facilities had been 
given for the inception of bankruptcies. With regard. to the 
administration of assets, he thought it would be desirable to 
give the creditors an opportunity of knowing what was 
going on by affording them continued access to the accounts. 
He spoke on that point with some experience of the wind- 
ing up of joint-stock companies in chancery, in his 
opinion a disgrace to any civilized country. The hon. 
member for Dover had gone a little too far, in what he 
had laid down with respect to the mortgage security given 
by a bankrupt,’as also had the bill, which empowered the 
registrar to take such security out of the hands of the 
holder and realise it whether he wished or not. As to com- 
position deeds, the fraud attending them had to a great 
extent been put a stop to by the Act of last session, and 
he did not deem it expedient that thoso deeds should be 
dealt with as the bill proposed. 

_Mr. Serjeant Simon approved the bill in the main, but 
disapproved of the chief judgeship, and complained that no 
— had been made against collusive bankruptcies. 
te entirely acquiesced in the expediency of future lability 
till 10s. in the pound paid. 

Mr. Alderman Lawrence approved the bill, but thought 
there should bo some provision against fraudulent trustees. 

Mr. Morley approved, but urged the necessity of provi- 
sion for prosecuting fraudulent debtors. ‘The need of a public 
prosecuter was increasingly plain, 
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bankruptcy on the debtor’s own petition, when so very slight a 
collusion would effect the same thing. 

Mr. Hinde Palmer welcomed the bill as putting down 
officialism and instituting a chief judge, the want of 
whom had strangled the Act of 1861. 

Mr. Peek disapproved of the bill. He hoped Mr. Moffatt’s 
short bill of last session, which the present measure 
ignored, would be considered. 

Sir F. Goldsmid drew attention to the mode of selecting 
the chief judges, which would, most unjustly, exclude the 
Chancery Bar from the appointment. 

Mr. Alderman Lusk said the present law was so bad that 
almost any bill would be an improvement. 

Mr. F. C. Smith believed it would be prejudicial to trade 
if a bankrupt were not freed from liability on account of 
old debts on having paid 10s in the pound. 

Mr. Anderson approved the bill generally, and urged the 
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Mr. Staveley Hill thought it hardly worth while to forbid 


necessity of appointing a public prosecutor as the only 
means of insuring the punishment of fraudulent bankrupts. 
The Scotch law had long recognized the principle of re- 
garding an offence against an individual as an offence 
against the community, and intrusted all criminal offences 
to a public prosecutor. 

The Attorney-General expressed satisfaction at the recep- 
tion the bill had met with. As to after-acquired property 
the bill went further than any of its predecessors. It was 
well to offer some encouragement to the debtor to stop be- 
fore his estate was entirely dissipated by unsuccessful 
struggles to regain his position. As to reputed ownership, 
the rule had a sound foundation, though it sometimes worked 
harshly, and went too far as regards choses in action, It 
was better to give a general’power to the Court of making 
rules of practice, than to embody them all in the Act® 
Fraud on the part of the trustees would be met by the 
Fraudulent Trustees Act. The penal clauses would be found 
in the Imprisonment for Debt Bill. He attached much 
importance to the chief judge’s appointment, which Lord 
Westbury had so strongly advocated. They must rely upon 
a chief judge to frame rules of practice for London and 
provincial courts, and to introduce uniformity of procedure 
and of practice ; and it was hoped that by the appointment 
of a chief judge it would be possible to keep better order 
among officials and to exercise more control over them. It 
was necessary to have a chief judge also for the purpose 
of trying important cases and hearing appeals; and he 
could not help thinking it was a proper provision that the 
appeals should go to that superior court of common law 
from which the chief judge was taken. As to not giving 
the chancery bar a chance, it might be said that no chance 
was given to the common law bar either, for the appoint- 
ment of an existing judge who had ae his capacity 
would probably carry with it more weight than the appoint- 
ment of any gentleman who could be selected from either 
the chancery or the common law bar. The main objects 
sought by the bill were to simplify the law, to abolish a 
vast amount of officialism which had encumbered the opera- 
tion of our bankruptcy system, and to cheapen the adminis- 
tration of bankrupt estates, which in many cases had cost 
75 per cent. in this country, and on the average some 12 
or 13 per cent. in Scotland. That fact alone pointed 
strongly to the adoption of the Scotch system ; and he had 
taken many elements from it, though he could scarcely 
have hoped to improve upon it, as an hon, member from 
Scotland suggested he had done. He had followed the 
Scotch model by separating judicial from administrative 
functions. He had been gratitied by the expressions of 
opinion which had fallen from hon. members, and he 
should be glad to receive further suggestions for making 
the bill as far as possible acceptable to the public. 

The bill was read a second time, and the Attorney- 
General named Monday, April 19, for the committee. 

The Jmprisonment for Dedt Bull—On the order for the 
second reading, 

Mr. Norwood protested against proceeding so soon wita 
a bill issued so late. The bill would open a wide door te 
fraud. Most of the county court judges said the power of 
imprisonment was necessary. 

r. Staveley Hill said the power of commitment at present 
entrusted to the county courts involved the loss of more 
labour, the wasting of more money, and the infliction of 
greater hardship than those who had not seen any statistics 
on the subject could easily imagine, But as the bill alse 
introduced an entirely new principle into our law—that of 
allowing persons accused to give evidence before a criminal 
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tribunal—he trusted that the second reading would be a 
little longer delayed. 

Mr. Mahon hoped the bill would be proceeded with, and 
supported abolition. 

Mr. Candlish spoke to the same effect. As regards 
section 10, he could not see why in the case of conceal- 
ment guilt should be presumed, while in the case of re- 
moval the presumption was to be in favour of the party’s 
innocence. 

The Attorney-General thought it well that the bill should 
be read a second time now, and the discussion postponed to 
the Committee. The principle of the bill was the abolition 
of imprisonment for debt, a question which had been con- 
cluded by authority. He should have been glad if aboli- 
tion in the county courts could have been recommended; 
the county court judges, however, had only a very limited 
power of imprisonment, in cases of fraud, and where there 
had been contumacy in rot paying, though possessed of the 
means to pay. Moreover, if there were no such power, the 
poorest class would be totally unable to obtain any credit, 
and credit they must have. However, these were matters 
for consideration in committee, and if it should be deemed 
possibly safe to withdraw this power from the county court 
judges he should be glad to do so. 

The bill was read a second time. 


April 6.—Inland Postage.—Mr. Graves called attention to 
the rates of inland postage, urging that they should be 
lowered. On a division, his motion was lost. 

The Accommodation of the House.-—Mr. Headlam called 
attention to the deficiency in accommodation for members, 
‘which had already been reported on by a Select Com- 
mittee. 

Endowed Schools Biil.—On the motion of Mr. Goldney, it 
was ordered that all petitions presented during the pre- 
sent session relating to the Endowed Schools Bill be 
referred to the Select Committee on the Bill, and that such 
of the petitioners as pray to be heard by themselves, their 
counsel or agents, be heard upon the allegations in their 
petitions, if they think fit, and counsel heard in favour of 
the bill. 

The Railway Companies Meetings Bill passed through 
committee. : 


April 7.—The Life Insurance Companies Bill was read a 
second time. 


The Railway Companies Meetings Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 





PENDING MEASURES OF LEGISLATION, 
Tue Marrizep Women’s Property Bix. 

The following is the Bill to amend the law with respect 
to the property of married women now before the House of 
Commons :— 

Whereas the law of property and contract with respect to 
married women is unjustin principle, and presses with pecu- 
liar severity upon the poorer classes of the community, and 
ought therefore to be altered: 

Be it enacted, &e. 

1, A married woman shall be capable of holding, acquiring, 
alienating, devising, and bequeathing real and personal 
estate, of contracting, and of suing and being sued, as if she 
were a feme sole. 

2. Every woman who marries after this Act has come into 
operation shall, notwithstanding her coverture, have and 
hold all real and personal property, whether belonging to 
her before marriage or acquired by her in any way after 
marriage, free from the debts and obligations of her husband 
and from his control or disposition, in all respects as if she 
had continued unmarried. 

3. Every woman married before this Act has come into 
operation shall, notwithstanding her coverture, have and 
hold all the real and personal estate, her title to which shall 
accrue after this Act shall have come into operation, free 
from the debts and obligations of her husband, and from his 
control or disposition, in all respects as if she had continued 
unmarried ; but nothing herein contained shall exempt any 
such property from the operation of any settlement or cove- 
nant to which it would have been subjected if this Act had 
not passed, or shall prejudice any vested rights or interest 
to which her husband may be entitled at the date at which 
this Act comes into operation. 

4. The earnings of a married woman‘in any trade or other 





occupation carried on by her separately from the trade or 
other occupation of her husband shall be deemed to be her 
personal estate. 

5. A husband shall not be liable for the debts of his wife 
contracted before marriage, and shall not be liable ig 
damages for any wrong committed by her. 

6. Upon the death of a wife intestate her husband shall 
take the same distributive share in her personal estate as a 
wife would take in the personal estate of her husband if he 
died intestate, and, subject thereto, her personal estate shall 
go as it would have gone if her husband had predeceased 


er. 

7. Nothing contained in this Act shall affect the right 
of any husband to hold his wife’s real estate as tenant by 
curtesy. 

8. In any question between husband and wife as to the 
title to or possession of personal property, either party may 
apply by petition ina summary way to any judge of the 
High Court of Chancery, or (at the option of the petitioner 
irrespectively of the value of the property in dispute) to 
the judge of the county court of the district in which either 
party resides, and the judge of the High Court of Chancery 
or of the county court (as the case may be) may make such 
order with respect to the property in dispute, and as to the 
costs of and consequent on the application, as he thinks fit, 
or may direct such petition to stand over from time to 
time, and any inquiry touching the matters in question to 
be made in such manner as he shall think fit: Provided 
always, that any order of a judge of the High Court of 
Chancery to be made under the provisions of this section 
shall be subject to appeal in the same way as an order made 
by the same judge in a suit pending in the said court would 
be, and any order of a county court judge under the provi- 
sions of this section shall be subject to appeal-in the same 
way asan order made by the same judge on an equitable 
plaint would be; provided also, that the judge of the High 
Court of Chancery or of the county court shall, if either 
party so require, be bound to hear such application in his 
private room. 

9. When a wife having real or personal estate has allowed 
her husband to receive the rents and profits, or to use and 
dispose of the personalty, the husband shall not be held 
liable to account for such rents, profits, or personalty for 
any period during which he has so received and disposed of 
them. 

10. Nothing in this Act contained shall prevent any 
settlement being made, whether before or after marriage, 
respecting the property of any married woman, or shall in- 
terfere with or render inoperative any restriction against 
anticipation at present attached or to be hereafter attached 
to the enjoyment of any property or income by a wife under 
any settlement, agreement for a settlement, will, or other 
instrument ; but no settlement or agreement for a settle- 
ment of a wife’s own property to be made or entered into 
by herself, and no restriction against anticipation contained 
in any such settlement or agreement for a scttlement, shall 
(unless such settlement or agreement for a settlement have 
been made before marriage) have any greater force or 
validity against creditors of such wife than a like settlement 
or agreement for a settlement made or entered into by a man 
would have against his creditors. 

11. Any woman during her minority may, with the con- 
sent of her parent or guardian and of her intended husband, 
make or enter into any settlement or agreement for 
a settlement in contemplation of marriage, and the 
settlement or agreement for a settlement so made 
or entered into shall be as binding upon her, and 
those claiming under her, as if she had been of full 
age at the date thereof; and where in any settlement 
or agreement for a settlement made in consideration of 
marriage before the first day of January, 1869, the wife or 
intended wife being at the dato thereof a minor, the husband 
or intended husband may have covenanted or agreed to 
settle the after-acquired property of such wife or intended 
wife, such covenant or agreement shall, after the first day 
of Janaary, 1869, be binding on and shall be enforceable dur- 
ing the marriage against the wife, and those claiming under 
her, as if she had herself entered into it under the powers 
by this Act conferred. 

12. This Act shall come into operation on the first day 
of January, 1870, 

13, This Act shall not extend to Scotland. 

14. This Act may be cited as the “ Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1869.” 
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IRELAND. 


Mr. CHARLES Macmanon, solicitor of Dundalk, has been 
appointed by the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland to be Clerk 
of the Crown for the county of Louth and town of Drogheda, 
which{office was rendered vacant by the death of Mr. J. F. 


Byrne. 





OBITUARY. 


MR. HENRY BRIGHT. 

Mr. Henry Bright, formerly M.P. for Bristol, died at 
Malvern on Good Friday, in the eighty-fourth year of his 

e. He was educated for the legal profession, and was 
called to the Bar in February, 1810 ; he practised to some 
extent in chambers, but never went any circuit. He repre- 
sented Bristol from 1820 to 1830. At the dissolution of 
Parliament on the death of George IV., in 1830, Mr. Bright 
declined again to offer himself as a candidate. 





MR. THOMAS DRAPER. 


Mr. Thomas Draper, solicitor, of Banbury, died on March 
27th, at Milverton, near Leamington, in the sixty-seventh 
ear of his age. He was the eldest son of the late Mr. 
bert Draper, a large tanner at Kenilworth, where the 
Draper family has long been settled. In 1818 Mr. Thomas 
Draper was articled to the late Mr. Thomas Timms, 
solicitor, of Banbury (who afterwards beeame the first 
pa of that borough under the Municipal Reform Act), 
and was certificated in Hilary Term, 1824. In the following 
ear he was invited to join Mr. James Wake Gilby and the 
te Mr. John Munton in business, ever since which time 
he practised as a solicitor at Banbury. On the Ist of 
November, 1848, he was elected a councillor for the 
borough, and on the 9th of the same month was chosen 
mayor; in the ensuing November he became an alderman 
in succession to his partner, Mr. Munton, who then retired 
from business. Alderman Draper again became mayor in 1852, 
and a third time in 1862. During his former tenure of office 
(on July 29th, 1853) the foundation-stone of the Banbury 
Town Hall was laid, when he made a grand display of civic 
hospitality. In 1859, he was elected by the Town Council 
to be a member of the local board of health, and in 1862 
received a formal vote of thanks from the corporation for 
the labour he had bestowed in ascertaining the effect of the 
adoption by other towns of the Public Health Act. He was 
in many ways a benefactor to the town of Banbury, and his 
3 spirit was duly appreciated by his fellow-citizens. 
he Town Council, at a private meeting held after his death, 
passed a resolution condoling with Mrs. Draper and family 
on their bereavement, and resolved, as a mark of respect, 
to accompany the funeral procession in a body as far as the 
limits of the borough. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW ASSOCIATION FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
WIDOWS AND FAMILIES OF PROFESSIONAL 
MEN IN THE METROPOLIS AND VICINITY. 

At the usual monthly meeting, held at the Hall of the 
Incorporated Law Society in Chancery-lane, London, on 
Thursday, the 1st instant, the following directors being pre- 
sent:—Mr. Desborough (Chairman), Mr. Harding, Mr. 
Burton, Mr. Powys, Mr. 8. Smith, and Mr. Steward and 
Mr. Boodle (Secretary), several grants to non-members’ 
cases were made, and two new members were admitted. It 
was agreed that the annual general court should be held on 
Thursday, the 27th of May, at 3 o'clock. 








SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors was 
held on Wednesday last, the 7th inst., at the Law Institu- 
tion, London, W. Strickland Cookson, Esq., in the chair :— 
The following directors wore also present :—Messrs. Gates 
esha Harrison, Hedger, Monckton, Park Nelson, 

ckman, Shaen, Torr, and Young. Mr. Eiffo, secretary. 

Three non-members’ cases were relieved by grants of £10, 
£5, and £5. Five life and thirtoen new annual members 
were admitted. ‘The receipt of an annual subscription of 
two guineas, voted by the Somerset Attorneys’ Club at their 





recent annual meeting, and of a legacy of £50 from the late 
E. A. Bromehead, Esq., of Lincoln, was announced. The 
report to be presented to the general meeting on the 21st 
inst. was agreed to. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

The meetings of this society after the Easter Vacation 
were resumed on Tuesday evening last, at the Law Institution, 
Chancery-lane. After several motions had been disposed 
of Mr. Warmi m opened the debate on the legal ques- 
tion No. 429, ‘‘ A limited company is being wound up volun- 
tarily, and a call is made against A.; afterwards B. recovered 
judgment against the company, and attached the calls due 
fromA. Subsequently the company was ordered to be wound 
up compulsorily. Is the amount of the call made against 
A. part of the ‘ estate and effects ’ of the company under sec- 
tion 163 of the Companies Act, 1862?” The society de- 
cided the point in the negative by a narrow majority. Mr. 
Harvie presided. The secretary submitted his report of the 
society’s proceedings for the past quarter, which was re- 
ceived and ordered to be entered on the minutes. Subjoined 
is a copy of the report :— 


To the Members of the Law Students’ Debating Society. 

Gentlemen,—In pursuance of the 15th of your society’s 
rules it is now my duty to make a report to you of your 
society’s proceedings during the past quarter, which com- 
menced on the 5th of January last and terminated on the 
28rd March, 1869. 

During this quarter 12 meetings have been held, and 4 
jurisprudential and 8 legal questions have been discussed. 

The average number of members attending the meetings 
has been 25 ; the highest number has been 31 and the low- 
est 19, The average length of the debates on legal and 
jurisprudential questions ‘has been about two hours. The 
average number of speakers on the debates has been 16, 
and of voters 15, of which latter an average of 12 voted in 
person, and 3 by the register of voters. 

Nine members have been elected. Noalteration has been 
made in your society’s rules. 

The number of questions furnished to me by members as 
appropriate for discussion has largely increased, but there 
is still a tendency to submit questions for the consideration 
of your committee without cases or books of reference bear- 
ing Ms the points of law raised by the questions respec- 
tively. 

I think it desirable to call your attention to the fact of 
the omission by members attending the debates to vote 
either personally or by the register of voters. This I hope 
you will assist me in remedying. 

It will be observed that no member has resigned during 
the past quarter. Your society has, however, lost the 
services as a member of your committee of Mr. H. Montagu, 
who resigned on the 23rd February last. Mr. Montagu has 
been succeeded by Mr. Turner. 

I announced to your society on the 12th January last 
that I had, with the sanction of your committee, arranged 
with the secretary of the Liverpool Law Students’ Debating 
Society for the mutual transmission by the secretaries of 
the respective societies of question papers, reports, and 
rolls of members, &c. The results of this arrangement 
appear satisfactory. 

Mr. John Roberts, a member of your society, obtained 
the prize of the honourable society of Clifford’s-inn, at the 
final examinationin Michaelmas Term last, and Mr. E. W. 
Beal, B.A., a member of your society, was awarded a prize 
of the Incorporated Law Society at the final examination 
held in Hilary Term, 1869. 

Your society now consists of 163 members, and of these 
43 passed their final examination with honour, and 51 are 
members of the Incorporated Law Society. 

In conclusion allow me to congratulate you upon the 
gratifying position of your society. —I am, gentlemen, your 
obedient servant, ¥ W. H. Herperr. 
60, Gracechurch-street, E.C., April 5, 1869. 





COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Orpsx or Court. 
Friday, March 19, 1869. 
Tho Right Hon, William Page Lord Hatherley, Lord 





High Chancellor of Great Britain, by and with the advice 
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and assistance of the Right Hon. John Lord Romilly, 
Master of the Roils, the Right Hon. the Lord Justice Sir 
Charles Jasper Selwyn, the Right Hon. the Lord Justice 
Sir George Markham Giffard, the Hon. the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir John Stuart, the Hon. the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard 
Malins, and the Hon. the Vice-Chancellor Sir William 
Milbourne James, doth hereby, in pursuance and execution 
of all powers and authorities enabling him in that behalf, 
order and direct in manner following :— 

1. At the foot of every petition of appeal and rehearing 
hereafter to be presented to the Lord Chancellor, and at the 
foot of every petition for a rehearing before the Master of 
the Rolls, or one of the Vice-Chancellors, and of every copy 
thereof respectively, a statement shall be made of the parties 
or persons intended to be served with the order for setting 
down the same for hearing. 


2. After April 15, 1869, the registrar shall not place any 
cause in the paper of the Court to be heard upon a petition 
of appeal and rehearing, or upon a petition of rehearing, 
until the decree or order appealed from shall have been 
produced to him, duly passed and entered. 

3. All petitions of appeal and rehearing at present in the 
custody of the senior registrar shall be forthwith transmitted 
by him to and left at the Report Office, to be there filed and 
preserved under the direction of the clerks of records and 
writs, and every petition of appeal and rehearing which may 
hereafter be presented to the Lord Chancellor, and every 
petition for a rehearing before the Master of the Rolls, or 
one of the Vice-Chancellors, shall be transmitted to and 
left at the Report Office, to be there filed and preserved 
under the direction of the clerks of records and writs, and 
the provisions of the 44th, 45th, 46th, and 47th rules of the 
Ist of the Consolidated Orders shall extend and apply to all 
such petitions of appeal and rehearing. 

Hartuertrey, C. Joun Srvart, V.C. 
Romitzy, M.R. Ricuarp Matis, V.C. 
C, Jasper Serwyy, L.J. W. M. James, V.C. 
G. M. Girrarp, LJ. 


LIST OF ELECTION PETITIONS. 
For petitioners and respondents’ names see page 192. 


Ashton-under-Lyne. | Northallerton ...... April 10 
Bewdley ............ April27} Norfolk, N. Division May 11 
DOOR 50550kseseees cg. Le 

Christchurch........ ,, 13} Southampton........ April 20 
City of London. | Stafford .........+.. May 4 
City of London. NORMS 060650500500 4 
Durham, S$. Division ,, 21 | Taunton. 
Hants, South Division ,, 26 | Warwick, S. Division May 5 
Hants, South Division ,, 26} Woodstock. 


”? 


Hastings .......... 5, 13 | Worcester. 

Hastings .......... 5, 13} York, South Division 
Horsham.ees.....02+ 5 20| of West Riding.... April 13 
Horsham.......++++ 5, 20; York, South Division 


Manchester. of West Riding.... ,, 13 
New Sarum. 





= 





The application of Mr. A. B. Bone, clerk to the magistrates 
of the borough of Devonport, to be paid by a fixed salary, has 
been acceded to by the bench, who have fixed £300 a-year as 
the clerk’s salary, with a per centage on the moneys received. 


Tue Leer Jury vor St. Pancnas.—On Tuesday, a special 
meeting of the Vestry of St. Pancras was held pursuant to the 
provisions of the Local Act (59 Geo. 3, c. 39) for the purpose 
of appointing and swearing into office fifty householders to be 
inspectors of balances, weights, and measures, commonly called 
the Leet Jury. The names of inspectors are previously selected 
from the rate books by taking every twelfth name, and those 
who refuse to accept the office are liable toa penalty of £10, 
and on being appointed are required by the Local Act, once in 
every calendar month at least, to enter all and every shop, 
house, brewhouss, and warehouse, inn or victualling house, or 
into other houses belonging to persons who deal by weight or 
measure, and if any balances, weights, or measures are found 
defective they may inflict penalties on the persons using such 
balances, weights, and measures. These fifty inspectors divide 
themselves into four bodies who have hitherto been in the habit 
of going out to perform their duties once a month, on a day of 
the week fixed upon at their first meeting, as most convenient 
to the smahony, but a6 those who have fulfilled the office during 
the past year have made themselves obnoxious by fining several 
of the vestrymen for having short weights, the Vestry have 
passed « resolution that the Leet Jury shall only be ealled out 
to perform their duties when they receive notice from the vestry 
clerk.— Times. 





es 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quvorartron, April 9, (869. 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.} 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent, Consols, 333 Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, May 6, 934 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1903 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 92} Ex Bills, £1000, 5 per Ct. pm 
New 3 per Cent., 924 Ditto, £500, Do 5pm 
Do. 33 per Cent., Jan, 794 Nitto, £100 & £200, 5pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock, 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, 240 x d 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
{India Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, 210 Ind, Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 1054 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 119 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July, ’80 1134 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. "88 1003 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. 73 103} 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 15 pn 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. Ditto, ditto, under £1000,15 pm 


4 per 








RAILWAY STOCK. 



















































Shres. Railways. | Paid, |Closing prices 
i LL 

Stock | Bristol and Exeter .......ccccsscssssereeceseeees, 100 78 
Stock | Caledonian.......serseccessseeeceerenee 100 804 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western .., 100 99 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 100 378 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 100 “ 
Stock | Great Northern eooese | 100 103 
Stock} Do., A Stock* | 100 1094 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland; 100 97 
Stock | Great Western—Original .. TE 494 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford,, 25 
Stock 10.y5A0.—NOWPOFh ciscoereresees * 30 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire .......... 1234 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 434 
Stock | Loxdon, Chatham, and Dover,,.........00+4.| 100 \7 
Stock | London and North-Western..., ot 1153 
Stock | Lyndon and South-Western .,,..., | 100 88 
Stock | Manchester, Shettield,and Lincoln.........| 100 563 
Stock | Metropolitan 100 1024 
eS Ee 5 116% 
Stock | Do., Birmingham and Derby .......0+.| 100 85 
Stock | North British 100 36 
Stock | North London asia 100 121 
Btock | North Staffordshire 100 55 
Stock | South Devon | 100 43 
Stock | South-Eastern : 100 16 
Stock Do., Deferred 455 
Stock | Tatf Vale..ccceccocccscsscoscescossscrscseseese wee| WOO 150 




















* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





INSURANCE COMPANIES. 


























Price 
No. of| Dividend | : per 
Shares} per annum Names. \Shares.| Paid. | share. 
| £ |£ 8. dj£ 8. a, 
5000] 5 pe & bs} Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life’ 100 |10 0 0/20 10 0 
4000} 40 pe & bs} County .. ee we, 100 10 0/85 0 0 
409000] 5 pe & bs| Eagle ove ove o §=50 15 0 0) 617 6 
10000] 7/ 2s 6a pc} Equityand Law... «| 100 | 6 0 O01 715 6 
20000) 72 2s 6d pe| English & Scot, Law Life 50 | 310 0/5 2 6 
2700) 5 per cent} Equitable Keversionary.... 105 oes 96 0 0 
4600} 5 percent} Do, New... ove oe, 50 [50 0 O145 10 0 
5000} 5&3pshb| Gresham Lite... . «20 | 5 0 OO} 
20000] 5 per cent{ Guardian .., oe we 100 150 U0 0/5) 10 6 
20000 ose Home & Col. Ass.,Limta. 50 | 5 0 O14 5 8 
7500} 10 per cent] Imperial Life... « 100 [10 0 O/16 12 6 
60000] 6 per cent) Law Fire... ase we, 100 [210 0} 315 0 
10000] 324 pr cent) Law Life ... ae «| 100 [10 0 0/90 0 O 
100000} 10 per cent) Law Union ose ooo Ww | 010 0} 017 6 
20000] 54178 6d pe| Legal & General Life .. 50 |% 0 0} 9 5 0 
20000] 44128 6d pe| London & Provincial Law 50 | 417 8 415 0 
40000} 22 pe & bs} North Brit. & Mercantile 50 | 6 5 0/20 156 0 
2500) 124 & bns| Provident Lite ., .. 100 |10 0 0/85 0 0 
659220] 20 per cent| Royal Exchange,,, +», Stock} All 306 00 
— | 64 percent) Sun Fire .. ae Ail [1680 0 








Money Marker Anp City INTELLIGENCE. 

The funds have been firm this week, improving day by day. 
A considerable impetus was given by investments of dividends 
on the part of the public. ‘Iho share markets, up to the last 
two days, were stagnant, since then they have mended, especially 
railways. Foreign securities have been duller than usual, and 
now are pretty firm. ‘I'he Bank bullion is lower this week than 
it had been for nearly two years and a-half, ‘Tho discounting 
bodies have been reducing their rates of interest this week. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
HAUGHTON—On Apri 7, at 13, Palace-garden-villas, Kensington, the 
wife of John Haughton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, ot a son. 
OXLEY—On April 3, at 60, Hungerford-road, Islington, the wife of 
Fredk, Oxley, Esq., Solicitor, of a son, 
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PEREN—On April 2, at South Petherton, Somerset, the wife of Robert 
Burchall Peren, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

RICHMOND-—On March 27, at Stockton-on-Tees, the wife of R. Rich- 
mond, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

COOKSON—HOLT—On April 6, at Christ Church, Lancaster-gate, 
Montague Hughes Cookson, Esq., D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law, of Devon- 
shire-terrace, Hyde-park, to Blanche Alethea Elizabeth, daughter of 
the Rev. Eardley Chauncy Holt, of Burwood-place, Hpde-park. 

SELWYN—DUPUIS--On April 2, at Kirby, the Right Hon, Sir Charles 
Jasper Sclwyn, Lord Justice of Appeal, of Richmond, Surrey, to 
Catherine Rosalie, daughter of Colonel Greene, C.B., of Kirby Case 
Hall, Norfolk, and widow of the Rev. Harry Dupuis, Vicar of Rich- 
mond and Rural Dean. 

WOOLLS—HOLLINGWORTH—On March 31, at Christ Church, Turn- 

ham-green, Alfred Donne, son of Edward Woolls, Esq., Solicitor, Ux- 

bridge, to Frances Elizabeth, daughter of the Rev. Ollive Holllng- 
worth, M.A., Vicar of the above Church, 


DEATHS. 
FUSSELL—On April 4, at Bath, John Carpenter Fussell, Esq., late of 
Warminster. 
MEADE-KING—On April 5, at Brentry-lodge, near Bristol, Caroline 
Winifred, daughter of H. Herbert Meade-King, Esq. 
SHEPHERD—On March 29, William Shepherd, Esq., Solicitor, Har- 
borough-hill, Barnsley, aged 76. 





BREAKFAST.—Epps's CocoA.—GRATEFUL AND CoMFORTING.—The very 
agreeable character of this preparation has rendered it a general favour- 
ite. The ‘‘ Civil Service Gazette’? remarks:—“ The singular success 
which Mr. Epps attained by his h pathic preparation of cocoa has 
never been surpassed by any experimentalist. By a thorough know- 
ledge of the natural laws which govern the operations of digestion and 
nutrition, and by a careful application of the fine properties of well- 
selected cocoa, Mr. Epps has provided our breakfast tables with a deli- 
cately flavoured beverage which may save us many heavy doctors’ bills.” 
Made simply with boiling water or milk. Sold by the trade only in 4lb., 
4lb., and Ilb. tin-lined packets, labelled—James Errs & Co., Homeo- 
pathic Chemists, London.—[Apvr.] 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


GUinding-up of Joint stock Comyanies. 
!Toespay, April 6, 1869. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Bristol Marine Insurance Company (Limited) —Petition for winding- 
up, presented March 24, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Malins on April 16. Harper & Co, Rood-lane, solicitors for the peti- 
tioners. 

Killamarsh Coal Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented March 31,directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Stuart on 
April16. Parker & Co,, Bedford-row, for Dalton, Leicester, solicitor 
for the petitioner. 








UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Anglo-Californian Gold Mining Company.—Vice-Chancellor Malins has 
appointed April 19, at 1, at his chambers, to make a further call of 
one shilling and sixpence per share on all the contributories of the 
above company. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tuespay, April 6, 1869. 
General Annuitant Society, Bristol, Gloucester. April l. 
Ornamental! Sculptors’ Friendly Society, Page-st, Westminster. April 1. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day'of Proof. 
Tvuespay, April 6, 1869, 
Lee, John Jackson, Southampton-bldgs, Solicitor. April 25. Apps 
Lee, V.C. Stuart. Emmets & Co, Bloomsbury-sq, 
Largent, Mary, Blackman-st, Southwark, Spinster. April 30. Harris 0 
Pugh, V.C. Stuart. Lay, Poultry. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Fripay, April 2, 1869. 
we, Wigan, Lancaster, Attorney. May 14. Acklerly & Son, 
gan. 

Astron, Edmund, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent. May 4. ‘Walker, Hull. 

Pilling, Jenefred Courtis, Devonport, Devon, Widow. May 15. Sole 
& Gill, Devonport. 

Bolton, Richd, Maidenhead, Berks, Farmer. May 31. Brown, 
Maidenhead. 

Brunt, Wm, Marston, Bedford, Plumber. May 1. Brown, Nottingham. 

Buller, Geo. Palmerston-ter, Battersea-park, Gent, May 15. Withall 
& Compton, Parliament-st, Westminster. 

Bush, Wm, Clifford-st, Bond-st, Architect. May 30. Nisbet & Co, 
Lincoln’s-inn-flelds. 

Campion, Mary, St Ives, Huntingdon, Baker. Mayl. Greene & Co, 
Huntingdon, 

Carr, Edwd, Mill-end, Warmington, Northampton, Farmer, May 13. 
Edmunds & Posley, Oundle. 

Chard, Hy, Old Down,} Ston Easton, Somerset, Yeoman. May 1. 
Sheppard, Wells. 

Derbyshire, Wm, Yeaveley Doty. Yeoman. May 5. Fox. 

Fox, Ann, Kingston-upon-Hull, ictualler, April 30. Woodalls & 


jormer, 

Glover, Mary, Masberry-st, Lambeth, Widow. May 1. Pamphilon, 
John-st, Adelphi. 

Hammond, Joseph, Knutton Heath, Wolstanton, Stafford, Shopk 
April 13, Slaney, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

mee, John, Overseal, Leicester, Gent. June 1, Smith & Mammatt, 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 

Hanger, Thos, Godmanchester, Huntingdon, Grocer. May 1. Greene 

Co, Huntingdon. 

— John, Seaforth, Lancaster, Gent. Aprill0, Atkinson & Co, 
upool, 

ny Louisa Margaret Drummond, Ledbury, Hereford, Widow. May 8, 

ilkins, King's Arms-yard, 





per. 





Hockly, John Minett, Lieut. R. N. June 30. Woodhead & Co, 
Charing- cross. 
1, Chas, Walsall, Stafford, Spur Manufacturer. May 1. Thomas, 


Manning, Chas, Rougham, Suffolk, Farmer. April 8. Walpole, Bary 
St Edmunds. ; 

Marsh, Thos, Wigan, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. May 14. Ackerley 
& Son, Wigan. e 

Massey, John, Fleet, Lincoln, Gent. April19. Sturton, Holbeach. 

Molyneux, Thos, Ditton, Lancaster, Gent. June7. Stone & Bentley, 


Lpool. 

Mouat, John, Cooper’s-row, Tower-hill, Wine Merchant. May 2. 
Young & Sons, Mark-lane. 

Paty, Gen Sir Geo Wm, Regent-st. May 1. 

Phillips, Fredk, Old Trafford-within-Stretford, Lancaster, Gent. May 
21. Humphreys & Munby, Manch. 

Scruton, Wm, York, Gent. Junel. J.J. P. & H. Wood. 

— beg Geo, Margate, Kent, Gent. May1. Pamphiion, John-st, 

elphi. 

Smith, Charlotte, Half Moon-st, Piccadilly. May 30. Nisbet & Co, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Sowter, Thos Clarke, Castle Donington, Leicester, Wine Merchant. 
May !. Jourdain, Paternoster-row. 

Arnaud, Margaret Susannah Von, Munich, Bavaria, Widow. Jane |. 
Lawrie & Keen, Dean’s-court, Doctors’-commons. 

Warren, Eliz, Builth, Brecon, Widow. May3l. Blake & Hughes. 
Lothbury. 

Whicker, Geo, St James’s-st, Westminster, Cutler. June 1. 
Doughty, Carlton-chambers, Regent-st. 

Whitehead, Joseph, Barton-upon-Irwell, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Juna 1. 
Leeming, Manch. 

Worsley, Chas, Hulme, Manch, Joiner. May 15. Peacock, Manch. 


Tvuespay, April 6, 1869. 

Betts, John, Heigham, Norwich, Builder. June 24. Taylor & Son, 
Norwich. 

Cantis, John, Old Kent-rd, Gent. April 25. Butler & Saffery, Tooley- 
st, London-bridge. 

Carpenter, Geo, Plumstead, Kent. May 6. Pearce, Woolwich. 

Frank, John, Leadenhall-market, Poultry Salesman. May 18. Shep- 
hard, College-hill, Cannon-st. ~ 

Gough, Wm, Birm, Wholesale Ironmonger. July 10. Simcox, Birm. 

Gregg, Barnard, Bowness, Westmorland. Grocer. April 12. Taylor, 
Windermere. 

Lawrence, Geo Hall, Mossley-hill, ar Lpool, Esq. June 30. Ellis & 
Field, Lpool. 

Ludlow, Hannah, Clifton, Bristol, Spinster. May 31. Fry & Otter, 
Bristol. 

Manning, Chas, Rougham, Suffolk, Farmer. April 8. Walpole, Bury 
St Edmunds. 

Marsh, Thos, York, Bookseller. May 3. Gray, York. 

Martin, Sarah, Langham-st, Widow. May 15. Fitch, Northumberland- 
st, Charing-cross. 

Price, Chas, Clifton, Bristol, Gent. May 31. Brittan & Son, Bristol. 

Thorp, Saml, Swavesey, Cambridge, Frrmer. May 11. Vaughan, 
Huntingdon. 

Watts, Wm, Bristol, Shoemaker. May 15. Fussell & Prichard, Bristol. 


Beeds registered pursuant to BaukKruptey Act, 1861. 
FaipayY, April 2, 1869. 

Bagster, Wm Burrough, Penshurst-rd, South Hackney, Medical Student. 
March 2. Comp. Reg April 1. 

Bailey, John, Wern Andrew, Glamorgan. Feb 25. Comp. Reg 
March 31. 

Baker, John Manley, Worthing, Sussex, Ironmonger. Jan 14. Comp. 
Reg March 31. 

Baker, Hy, & Thos Farmer, Birm, Tailors, Feb 25. Asst. Reg 
April 2. 

ey Geo, St Martin’s-lane, Glass Merchant. March9. Comp. 
Reg March 31. 

Bradbury, Saml, Uttoxeter, Stafford, Chemist. March 15, Comp, 
Reg March 31. . 

Brewster, Peter, & Wm Joseph Nicholl, Lausanne-villas, Cemetery-rd, 
Peckham, Builders. March 10. Comp, Reg April 2. 

Brown, Chas, Luton, Bedford, Plumber. Marchil. Comp. Reg 
March 25, 
Chilton, John, East Retford, Nottingham, Grocer. March Il. Asst. 
Reg March 27. “ 
Cox, Wm, Liskeard, Cornwall, & Geo Cox, Middlesex, Canada, Curriers 
March 2. Comp. Reg March 31. 

Davies, Bernard, Gateshead, Durham, Plumber. Feb9. Asst. Reg 
March 31. 

Dellow, John, & Wm Dellow, Buntingford, Herts, Millers. Feb 22. 
Comp. Reg March 3}. 

Freeman, Alfred, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Surgeon. March 12, Comp. 
Reg April 2. 

Garin, Robt, Kingston-upon-Hull, Boot Maker. March 18. Comp. 
Reg April 2. 

eles, Pidolphus Fredk, Allen-rd, South Hornsey, Commercial Tra- 
veller. March 20. Comp. Reg March 3). 

Gould, Edwd, Widnes, Lancaster, Grocer. Mareh 5. Comp, Reg 
April 2. 

@rete, Wm, Strand, Stationer. March 25, Asst. Reg April. — 

Hazelby, Wm, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Boot Maker. Feb 22. Comp. 
Reg April 2. a 

Heaver, Hy, Buxted, Sussex, Miller, March 5. Comp. Reg 


April 2. Sake 

Holland, Joseph, Oldbury, Worcester, Furniture Dealer. Mareh 5. 
Comp. Reg April 1. 

Holtingworth, John, Manch, Comm Agent. March 30. Arrangement. 
Reg April 1. 7 

Hughes, Edwd, Lpool, Baker. March 15, Comp. Reg April®, 

Ingram, Geo, Bilston, Stafford, Grocer. March 4, Asst. Reg 
March 31. 

Ives, Geo, Alverthorpe, York, Soap Maker, March 5. Asst, Reg 
April 1. 

Knapp, Alfred, Newport, Monmouth, Builder, Feb 27. Comp. Reg 
March 31 
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Lumbert, Thos, Whittington Moor, Derby, Chemist. March 6. Asst. 








Reg March 31. 

Lancaster. Jas, Aldgate, Woollen Draper. March 2. Asst. Reg 
March 27. 

Llewellyn, Thos, Lpool, Lancaster, Wine Merchant. March 23. Comp. 
Reg March 31. 


Lowe, Mary, Lpool, Butcher. March 8. Comp. Reg April 1. 

Mason, Mary, Durham, Innkeeper. March 17. Comp. Reg April 2. 

Matthews, Chas Fredk. Norfolk-ter, Westbourne-grove, Butcher. 
March 17. Comp. Reg April 1. 

McConochie, Chas, Lpool, Engineer. March 1. Asst. Reg March 31. 

Milne, Geo Fredk Halstead, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. 
March 17. Comp. Reg April 1. 

Moses, Emanuel Fredk, Swansea, Glamorgan, Pawnbroker. March 
23. Comp. Reg March 31. 

Morley, Geo Walter, Piumstead, Kent, Outfitter, March 6. Comp. 
Reg April 1 


Nunns, Janson, Castleford, York, Grocer. March 13. Asst. Reg 
April 1. 

Palmer, John Hy, Wichling, Kent, Farmer. Feb23, Asst. Reg 
April |. 

Poole, Wm, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. March 6. Asst. Reg 


April 1. 
miner: Geo, Birmingham Heath, Warwick, Coal Dealer. 
Gomp. Reg March 31. 
Rogerson, John, Lpool, Salesman. March 17. Comp. Reg March 31. 
Sawyer, Wm Spencer, Manch, Merchant. Feb 24. Asst. Reg March 31. 
Schofield, John, Dewsbury, York, Stone Carver. March 25, Comp. 
R2g March 31. 
helley. Saml, Tabley Inferior, Chester, Land Agent. March 6. Asst. 
Reg March 31. 
Smith, Wm, Everton, Lpool, out of business. March 3. Comp. Reg 
March 31. 
Smith, John, Hastings, Sussex, Bookseller. March 5. Asst. Reg April 2. 
Spencer, Thos, Compton, Derby, Farmer. March 5, Asst. Reg 


April 2. 
Spencer, John, Hamilton-ter, Lower Norwood, Builder. March 29. 


March 23. 


Comp. Reg March 31. 

Stroud, Alfred Horatio, Winton, Hants, Builder. March 17. Comp. 
Reg April 2. 

Tassell, Wm, Lpool, Clothier. March 4. Asst. Reg April 1. 

Tayler, Jas, Porismouth, Southampton, Ship Chandler. March 3. 
Asst. Reg March 31. 

Trench, Wm, Manch, Wholesale Clothier. March30. Cmp. Reg 


April 2. 

Walker, Wm Warren Tyler, High-st, Camden-town, Chemist. March 
25. Comp. Reg April 1. 

Waterhouse, Thos, & Saml Bradley Kendal, Stockport, Chester, Spin- 
ners. March¢., Asst. Reg April 2. 

Watson, John, Denbigh, Travelling Tea Dealer. 
Reg March 31. 

White, Thos, New North-rd, Islington, Grocer. March 24. Comp. 
Reg March 31. 

Wilde, Joseph, Chorlton-cpon-Medlock, Manch, Cabinet Maker, March 
1, Asst. Reg March 3). 

Wild, Hy, Stanley, York, Blacksmith. March 8. Asst. Reg April 1. 

Williams, Chas, De Beauvoir-sq, Vinegar Merchant. March 11. Comp. 
Reg April 2. 

Wilson, Thos Littlewood, Leicester, Manufacturer of Hosiery. March 
ll. Comp. Reg March 31. 

Wright, Geo, Stevenage, Hertford, Grocer. March 15. Comp. Reg 
March 31. 


March 8. Comp, 


Tvespay, April 6, 1869. 


Adams, Wm Hy, Hulme, Lancaster, Butcher. March 22. Comp. 
Reg April 6. 

Adams, Wm, Clutton, Somerset, Carpenter, March 11. Asst, Reg 
April 6. 


Ball, Wm, & Richd Russe!l, Spa-rd, Bermondsey, Builders, March 18. 
Comp. Keg April 2. 

Barbour, Matthew, Manch, Travelling Draper. Mareh 12. 
Reg April 5. 

Barnes, Francis Edwd, High-st, Notting-hill,Cheesemonger. March 
12. Asst. Reg April 5. 

Bosworth, Hy Gibbons, Anipthill, Bedford, Draper. March 9. Comp. 
Reg April 3. 

Brown, Edwd, Bassett-st, Kentish-town, Builder. Jan 25. Asst, Reg 
April 5. 

Carnell, Hy Chas, Redruth, Cornwall, Iron Founder. March 11. Asst, 
Reg April 3, 

Cates, John, Prospect-pl, Cheyne-walk, Chelsea, Servant. March 29. 
Comp. Reg April 3. 

Dance, Abel, Glamorgan, Confectioner. Feb 22, Comp. Reg April 3. 

Deason, Ambrose berry, Stratford, Essex, Timber Merchant, Feb 
20. Asst. Reg April 3. 

Fallows, Joseph, Thos Fallows, & Wm Turner, Birm, Manufacturers. 


Asst. 


March |. Asst. Reg April 3. 

Farrington, Jeremiah, Rochdale, Lancaster,Grocer. March 16, Comp. 
Reg April 5. 

Glover, Thos Wm, Ross, Hereford, Draper. March 8. Asst. Reg 


April 5. 
Griffin, John Robt, & Wm Heron, Fietton, Huntingdon, Millwrights. 
March 5. Asst. Reg April 2. ‘ 
Gwinnell, Richd Clifford, New Brighton, Chester, Painter. March 10, 
Comp. Reg April 4, 
—, Thos Ward, Tyne Docks, nr Sonth Shields, Ship Chandler. 
rch6. Asst. Reg April 2. 


Harris, Wm Fras, Queen’s-rd, Bayswater, Comm Agent. March 29. 
Comp. Keg Aprii 5. 
Harrison, John, Melton-st, Job Master. March 9. Asst, Reg 


April 3. 
Lawrence, Hy, Southsea, Hants, Builder. March 6. Asst. Reg April 3. 
Lord, Saml, sen, Higher Change, ur Bacup, Lancaster, & Sam) Lord, 
:! Stacksteads, ur Bacup, Cotton Spinners. March10. Comp. 
April 6. 
Louth, Hy, Sheffield, Provision Dealer. March 9. Asst. Reg April 6, 
Martin, Saml Monro, Viumstead, Kent, Estate Agent. March 122, 
Comp. Reg April 5. 


THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL & REPORTER. Apr 








110,1869, 





Meadas 
April 
Morgan, Evan, jun, Tonyrefail, Glamorgan, Blacksmith. March 16. 
Asst. Reg April 3. 
Oliver, Thos, Christopher Skinner, & Hy O'Connor Bridgewater 
Leicester, Boot Upper Manufacturers. March 8. Comp. Reg 


April 2. 
Robarts, Robt, & Hy Robarts, Biggleswade, Bedford, Grocers. March 
25. Comp. Reg April 5. 
Robinson, Richd Smith, Louth, Lincoln, Tailor. March 4, 
Reg April 3. 
Senior, Joseph, sen, & Joseph Scott Senior, jun, Dewsbury, York, 
5 


Geo, Bournemouth, Hants, Builder. March 15. Asst, Reg 
3. 


Asst. 


Woollen Manufacturers. March 3. Comp. Reg April 5. 
March 8. Asst. Reg April 3. 


Smith, John, Pill, Somerset, Grocer. 
March 8. Comp. 


Springfield. Wm, Stow Bedon, Norfolk, Farmer. 
Reg April 5. 

Stock, Jas, Pill, Somerset, Baker. March 11. Asst. Reg April 5. 

Taylor, Joseph, Radford, Nottingham, Beerhouse Keeper. March 2. 
Comp. Reg April 3. 


Thrustie, Joseph, Kirk Ella, York, Licensed Victualler. March 5, 
Asst. Reg April 5. 
Tomlin, Sam], Market Deeping, Lincoln, Draper. March 5. Asst, 


Reg April 3. 

batimeng Jas, Landport, Hants, Linendraper. March 9. Asst. Reg 
April 3. 

Widdows, Joseph, Abbey-st, Bermondsey, Leather Dresser. April 
Comp. Reg April 3. 

Wigley, Geo, Leicester, Tailor. March 10, Comp. Reg April 3, 

eo Geo, Wragby, Lincoln, Farmer. March 6. Asst. Reg 
April 3. 

Wood, Joseph, sen, Lemon-valley, Rotherhithe, Rope Merchant. April 
3. Comp. Reg April 5. 

Gankrupls 
Farpay, April 2, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 

Ball, Thos Hanly, Stepney-green, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
25. Roche. April 14 at ll. Newman, Bucklersbary. 

Barnes, Wm, Brill, Buckingham, Dealer in Cattle. Pet March 25, 
Pepys. April 23 at 12, Clarke, Temple-sq, Aylesbury, 

Bauman, Chas, Euston-sq, Builder. Fet March 22. April 21 at 12.30, 
Yeo & Warner, Hart-st, Bloomsbury, 

Bedwell, Alfred Jas Flower, High-st, Poplar, Cheesemonger. Pet 
March 31. Roche. April 14 at 12. Steadman, London-wall. 

Beil, Wm Walpole, Prisoner fer Debt, London. Pet March 22 (for pau), 
Brongham, April 15 at 1. Dobie, Gresham-st. 

Blackmore, Jas, Devonshire-st, Upper Kennington-lane, Gasfitter. 
Pet March 27. April 19 at 12. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Broadhurst, Joshua, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Builder. Pet March 2%. 
April 15 at 2, Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Champion, Geo, Yalding, Kent, Builder. Pet March 24. 
April 23 at 11. Gibson & Co, Abchurch-yard. 

Cook, Hy, St John-st-rd, Clerk, Pet March 24. 
Popham, Basinghall-st. 

Crossley, Jas, Edith-rd, Peckham, Merchant. Pet March 27, Pepys. 
April 23 at 1. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Day, Wm, Tyrell-pl, Bethnal-green, Baker. Pet March 27. 
at 12. Wyatt, Arthur-st. 

Dank, Chas, Burdett-rd, Limehouse, Builder. 
19 at 12. Nutt, Fenchurch-st, 

Foat, Robt Horton, King-st, Margate, Builder. 
15ati. Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 


Pet March 


Pepys. 
Pepys. April 22 at 2. 
April 19 
Pet March 27. April 


Pet March 23. April 


Fowler, Jas, High-st, Poplar, Grocer, Pet March 31, Pepys. April 
23 atl. Godfrey, Hattou-garden. 
Grainge, Geo, High-st, Bow, Fishmonger. Pet March 31. Roche. 


April 14 at 12, Wood, Basinghall-st. 

Greatorex, Hy, Danvers-st, Chelsea, Zinc Worker. 
Pepys. April 23 at 11. Dobie, Gresham-st. 

Grisley, John, Rathbone-st, Barking-rd, Baker. Pet March 25. 
19at1l. Wood, Basinghall-st. 

Hallett, Wm, Marlborough-st, East Greenwich, Lighterman. Pet March 
31. Aprill19at1. Smith, Bedford-row. 

Haynes, Junathan, Long-lane, Bermondsey, Potatoe Salesman. Pet 
March 25. April 19 at il. Silvester,Gt Dover-st. 

Hill, Wm Clapp, Swan-st, Borough, Baker, Pet March 3]. Roche. 
April |4at 12. Godfrey, Hatton-garden, 

Hughes, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj March 20, April 21 


Pet March 24. 
April 


at 11, 

Jacobs, Hy, Brighton, Sussex, Glass Dealer. Pet March 27, Pepys. 
April 23 at 12, Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 

Jennings, Wm, Gorleston, Suffolk, Smack Owner. Pet March 16. 
toche. April 14at 12. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook, 

Johnson, Hy, Wetherell-rd, South Hackney, Bricklayer. Pet March 
27. April 19at12. Barton & Drew, Fore-st. 

Knight, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 23 (for pau). 
Brougham. Aprill9 atll. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Lawrence, Lawrence, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj March 20, 
April 21 at 12. 

Lewin, Wm Saml, Oxford, Cook, 
12. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs., 
Mills, Wm Clements, South Norwood, Surrey, Smith, Pet March 23. 

Pepys. April 22 at 12, Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 
Mitchell, Hy Wm, Granby-rd, Bethnal-green-rd, Wood Dealer. Pet 
March 25, Pepys. April 23at12. Charlton, Waterioo-rd, 
Nash, Butler Chas, Golborne-gardens, Kensal-rd, no oceupation, 


Pet March 25. Pepys. April 23 at 


Pet 


March 27, Pepys. April 23 at 12. Cooper, Portman-st. 

Norman, Geo Lewis, Sackville-st, Piccadilly, Attorney. Pet Dec 19. 
April 21 at 12. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Osborn, John, Caledonian-rd, King’s-cross, Greongrocer. Pet March 


25. Pepys. April2z3atil. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

en Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj March 20. April 21 
at 12, 

Parsons, John Barlow, Enstone, Oxford, out of business. Pet March 
25, Roche. April 14at 12, Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Pearson, Geo Robt, Woodville-rd, Stoke Newington, Warehouseman. 
Pet March 31, Aprill9 atl. Langton, Walbrook House, Walbrook 











Reg 


pril 





‘Wesson, Danl, Edward-st, Lambeth, 
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Philps, Geo Hy, St Mary’s-rd, Southampton, Commercial Clerk. 
Pet Mareh 31, "Pepys. April 23 at 2. PStocken & Jupp, Leaden- 
-st. 


jock, Simpson, St George’s-st East, Wapping, Assistant to a 
Podjottier. Pet March 81. Pepys. April 43" ate. Harrison, Bas- 


hall-st. 

maener, Chas Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 23, April 
15 at 2. Kimberley, Scott’s-yard, Bush-lane. 

Rawlings, John Stoke, Larkhall-lane, Clapham, Draper. Pet March 15, 
Pepys. April23at2, Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 

Ryder, Ward, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 25 (for pau). 
rougham. April 19 ati2. Freeman, Bedford-row. 

Smith, Hy Wm, Lewisham, Kent, Bricklayer. Pet March 27. Pepys. 
April 23 at 1. Jones, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Spencer, Wm Hy, Merton House, Hampstead, Author. Pet March 24. 
Pepys. April 23 at 11. Bower & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Stephens, Wm Wales, Hackney-rd, Licezsed Victualler. Pet March 
23. Pepys. April 23 at 2. Angell, King-st. 

Taylor, Wm Geo, George-st, Richmond, Surveyor. Pet March 25. 
April 19 at 11. Pope, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Tyrie, John Edwards, Blackman-st, Southwark, Baker. Pet March 
23. Pepys. April 22 at12. Hicklin, Trinity-sq. 

» Pianoforte Key Maker. Pet 
March 22, April 15 at 12. Poncoine, Raymond-bidgs, Gray’s-inn. 

Whest, John Olarke, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 22 (for 
pau). Pepys. April22at12. Dobie, Gresham-st. 

Wilkinson, John, Charles-st, Middlesex Hospital, Cheesemouger. Pet 
March 3l. Roche. April 14at 12. Smith, Bedford-row. 

Wilson, Alex, Alfred-ter, Britannia-rd, Clerk. Pet March 25, April 
19at 11. Waterman, Chancery-lane. 

Woodward, Robt Caleb, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 22 
(for pau). Brougham. April 15 atl. Dobie, Gresham-st. 

Wootten, Chas Hy, Brewer-st, Golden-sq, Builder. Pet March 31. 
Pepys. April 23 at 1. Crouch, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Allen, Wm, Welverhampton, Stafford, Wheelwright. Pet March 31. 
Hill. Birm, April.14 at 12, Riley, West Hampton; James & 
Griffin, Birm. 

Amb ler, Sarah Ann, Keighley, York, Paper Tube Manufacturer. Pet 
March 3l. Leeds, April 12 at 11, Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Anderson, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj Jan 19. Kay. 
Manch, April 21 at 9.30. 

Ayers, Geo, jun, Eastcombs, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Pet March 31. 
Anderson. Stroud, April 21 at 10, Mitchell, Stroud. 

Barnes, Hy, Dorchester, Dorset, Civil Engineer, Pet March 27, Exeter, 
April 16 at 12. Sanders & Co, Exeter. 

Barnes, Edwd, Knotty Ash, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet March 12. Hime. 
Lpool, April 12 at 2.30. Browne, Lpool. 

Reding, John Harris, Doncaster, Attorney’s Clerk. Pet March 25. 
Shirley. Doncaster, April 16 at 12. Woodhead, Doncaster. 

Boyd, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj March 10. Hime. 
Lpool, April 14 at 2. 

Bradley, Edwin, Prisoner for Debt, Worcester. Adj March 9, Crisp. 
Worcester, April 14at 11. Devereux, Worcester. 

Carter, Job, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster, Adj March 18, Hime. 
Lpool, April 14 at 2. 

Clarkson, ‘thos, & Wm Clarkson, Everton-village, nr Lpool, Painters. 
Pet March 28. Lpool, April 12 at !1. Harris & Culshaw, Lpool. 
Clayton, Thos, Newtown, Montgomery, Inukeeper. Pet March 29. 

Newtown, Aprill3atll. Jones, Newtown. 

Collinson, Wm, East Witton, York, Tailor. Pet March 29, Robinson, 
Leyburn, April 22 at10, Teale, Leyburn. 

Cotes, John, Kirkby-in-Ashfield, Notuingaam, Grocer. Pet March 29. 
Hubbersty. Alfreton, April 13 at 12. Curshaw, Mansfield. 

Crompton, Wm, Hulme, Lancaster, Beer Retailer. Pet March 27, 
Fardell. Manch, April 20 at 12. Hulme & Co, Manch. 

Doyle, Michael, Everton, nr Lpool, Shoe Maker. Pet March 24. 
Hire. Lpool, April 12 at 2, Blackhurst, Lpool. 

Dring, Thos, Shettield, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet March 31. 
Wake, Sheffield, April l4atl. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 

Driver, Wm, Bradford, York, Comm Agent. Pet March 30, Brad- 
ford, April 20 at 9.15. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Duce, Geo, Burley, nr Leeds, out of business. Pet April 1. Leeds, 
April 12 at11. Harle, Leeds. 

Dukes, Wm, Shireoaks, Nottingham, Cordwainer. Pet March 29, 
Newton. Worksop, April 15 at lt. Appleton, Worksop. 

Ellis, Edwin, Nottingham, Lace Maker, Pet March 31. Patchitt. 
Nottingham, April 28 at 10.30. Heath, Nottingham. 

Evans, John, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Baker. Pet March 31. Wilde. 
ae April 14 at 11, Chesshyre, Cheltenham; Press & Inskip, 

ristol. 

Felix, Evan, Swansea, Glamorgan, Butcher. Pet March 25, Smith. 
Cardigan, April 23 at 11. Mitchell, Cardigan. 

Goddard, Hugh, Kingsomborne, Southampton, Brewer. Pet March 30. 
Tylee. Romsey, April 15 atll. Mackey, Southampton. 

Goldsworthy, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Waiton. Adj March 15. Hime. 
Lpool, April l4at 3. Barker, Lpool, 

Goodhew, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj March 19. Scuda- 
more. Maidstone, April!7 at 11, 

Gough, Geo, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Grocer. Pet March 30. Brown. 
Wolverhampton, April 12 at 12. Ward, Wolverhampton. 

Graham, John Benj, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj March 15, Hime. 
Lpool, April 14 at 3. 

Hale, Gardiner Cutmore, Sheffield, York, Draper. Pet March 23. 
Leeds, April 21 at 12, Reed & Co, Gresham-st; Smith & Burdekin, 
Shetlield. 

Harrop, Geo, & Wallace Cochrane Somerville, Smethwith, Stafford, 
Ironfounders. Pet March 22, Hill. Birm, April 14 at 12, James 
& Griffin, Kirm. 

Harvey, Edwin, Falmouth, Cornwall, Saddler. Pot March 24. Tilly. 
Falmouth, April 9 at 11, Jenkins, Falmouth, 

Hiltop, Edwd, Kingston-upon-Hull, out of business. Pet March 30, 
Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, April 19 at 12. Summers, Hull, 

Hodgson, Joseph, Keswick, Cumberland, Shoomaker. Pet March 24, 
Broatch, Keswick, April 12 at il. Lowthian, Keswick. 

Hunter, Thos, jun, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj March 18. 
Macrae. Manch, April 16 at ll. 





Jackson, Jas, Kingston-upon-Hall, Builder. Pet March 24. . 
April i4at 12. Lightfoot & Co, ‘ull. — 

Jonas, John, jun, Lpool, Earthenware Dealer. Pet March 31. Lpool, 
April l4at tl. Evans & Lockett, Lpool; Finchett & Co, Chester. 

Lisle, Wm, Wolviston, Durham, Greengrocer. Pet March 31. Crosby. 
Stockton-upon-Tees, April 14 at 11. Draper, Stockton. 

Macleur, John, Stourbridge, Worcester, Coach Trimmer. Pet March 
29. Harward. Stourbridge, April 19 at 10. Prescott, Stourbridge. 

Miller, Robt Teaker, Birm, Pig Dealer. Pet March 31. Guest, Birms 
April 23 at 10. Allen, Birm. 

Mitchell, David, & Wm Mitchell, Roche, Cornwall, Machine Proprietors. 
— March 29. Carlyon. St Austell, April 16 at 12.30. Sobey, 

‘owey. 

Morris, John, Dogsbrook, Carmarthen, Farmer. Pet March 27. 
Davies. Liandilofawr, April 12 at 11. 

Mortimer, Wilson, Leicester, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet March 31. 
Tudor. Brm, April 13 atll. Maples, Nottingham. 

Nightingale, Robt, Bolton, Lancaster, Iron Moulder. Pet March 29 
Holden. Bolton, April 14 at 10. Dawson, Bolton. 

Parkin, Thos, Alverthorpe, York, Band Spinner. Pet March 24, 
Mason. Wakefield, April !3at li. Harrison, Wakefield, 

Pennington, Wm, Hulme, Lancaster, Journeyman Joiner. Pet March 
29. Hulton. Salford, April 17 at 9.30. Mann, Manch. 

Pinder, Richd, Nottingham, out of business. Pet March 29. Pat- 
chitt. Nottingham, April 28 at 10.30. Heath, Nottingham. 

Reay, Theophilus Thos, Drawback, Northamberland, Clerk. Pet 
March 29, Stokoe. Hexham, April 13 at 12. Forster, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

Roberts, Stephen, Everton, Lancaster, Commercial Traveller. Pet 
March 20. Hime. Lpool, April 13 at 2. Browne, Lpool. 

Roughton, Wm, Northampton, Labourer. Pet March 30. Dennis. 
Northampton, April 17 at 10. White, Northampton. 

Russell, John, Birm, Fire fron Manufacturer. Pet March 29. Guest. 
Birm, April 23 at 10. Stubbs & Fowke, Birm. 

Sayce, Jas, Bishop’s Castle, Salop, Innkeeper. Pet March 29. Pardoe. 
Bishop’s Castle, April 12 at 12. Jones, Welshpool: 

Shaw, Thos, Bilsdale Westside, York, Small Farmer. Pet March 27. 
Simpson. Helmsley. April 16 atll. Dale, York. 

Skevington, Chas, Warrington, Buckingham, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
March 29. Bull. Newport Pagnell, April i4 at 4. Conquest & 
Stimson, Bedford. : 

Stokell, Matthew, Sunderland, Durham, Publican. Pet March 31. 
Ellis. Sunderland. April 16 at12. Dixon, Sunderland. 

Thompson, Joseph, Sheffield, York, Scissor Forger. Pet March 31. 
Wake. Sheffield, April i4 atl. Miclethwaite, Sheffield. 

Tunmore, Fredk, Lpool, Cabinet Maker. Pet March 30. Hime. 
Lpool, April 16at2. Stone, Lpool. F 

Turner, Joseph, Sheffield, York, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 29. 
Wake, Sheffield, April l4at 1. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 

Waltan, John, Tranmere, Chester, Provision Dealer. Pet March 30. 
Wason. Birkenhead, April 14at 19. Downham, Birkenhead. 

Weatherill, Geo, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. Pet March 30. 
Phillips. Kingston-upon.Hull, April 19 at li. Summers, Hull. 

Wensley, John, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj March 18. Hime. 
Lpool, April 14 at 2. : 

Zicaliotti, Alex, Manch, Tobacconist. Pet March 30, Kay. Manch, 
April 20 at 9.30. Reddish, Manch. 

Tvurespay April 6, 1869, 
To Surrender in London, 

Atkinson, Louisa, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 31 (for pau). 
Brougham. April 19 at 2. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Austin, Eliz, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 31 (for pau). 
Pepys. April 29at2. Dobie, Gresham-si. 

Barnard, Abram, Augustus-cottages, Pelly-rd, Plaistow, General-shop 
Keeper. Pet March 15. Murray. April 19 at 11. Dobie, Gres- 
ham-st. 

Batley, Alfred, Charlotte-ter, New-cut, Lambeth, Fishmonger. Pet 
March 31. Pepys. April 29at12. Hicks, Strand. 

Berney, Geo, Belgrave-st, Timber Dealer. Pet April 2. April 19 at 2. 
Rogers, Fencharch-st. 

Blake, Thos Forrester, Chandos-ter, Cold Harbour-!ane, Camberwell, 
Meat Salesman. Pet April 3. Murray. April 19 at 12. Lewis, 
Hackney-rd. 

Brown, John, Lisson-st, Lisson-greve, Timber Merchant. Pet March 
22. Pepys. April 30 at ll. Mortimer, Clifford’s-inn. 

Byram, Wm, Gt Western-ter, Paddington, Stone Mason. Pet April 1. 
April 19at ll. Terry, King-st, Cheapside. ‘ 
Campbell. Wm, Cirencester-pl, Euston-rd, Gent. Pet April 2. April 

26 alll. Allen & Son, Carlisle-st, Soho-sq. 

Clemitson, Margaret, Milton-next-Gravesend, Baker. Pet April 2. 
Murray. April 19 at 12. Chessman, Gravesend. 

Crofts, Thos, Kentish-town Wharf, Contractor. Pet March 2l. Pepys. 
April 22 at 2. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Crowder, Chas Spencer, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet March 27 
(for pau). Pepys. April 23at1. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Ekins, Jas Chas, Stockwell, Surrey, Builder. Pet April 1. Pepys. 
April 29 at 12. Geach, Old Broad-st. ; : 

Gann, Jas, Dover, Kent, out of business, Pet April2. Pepys. April 
29 at 1. Doyle & Co, Verulam-bidgs, Gray’s-inn ; Delasaux, Can- 
terbury. ’ 

Garner, Mary Ann, & Diana Garner, Pal! Mail, Lodginghouse Keepers, 
Pet March 31. April 19 at2, Sword, Finsbury-pavement. 

Hall, Edwd, Angler's-gardens, Lower-rd, Islington, out of business. 
Pet April 3, April 26 at 11. Pittman, Stamford-st. 

Jones, Richd, Prisoner tor Debt, London. Pet April 2 (for paa). 
Murray. April 19 at 12. Kimberley, Scott’s-yard, Cannon-st. 
Kane, Richd, Norfolk-st, Strand, Captain 7Ist Infantry. Pet April 1. 

Pepys. April 20 at 12. Limel, Castle-st. ; 

Knight, John, Nelson-st, Greenwich, Wine Merchant. Pet April 3. 
Murray. April 19 at 2. Olive, Portsmouath-st, Lincoln’s-inn-feilds. 

Langridge, Fredk, Gloucester-rd, Croydon, Carman, Pet April 3, 
April 26 atl2. Parry, Croydon. : 

Long, Benj, Gt Prescott-st, Goodman's-fields, Fish Factor. Pet March 
31. Roche. April 19 at Ll, Cordwell, College-hill, Cannon-st. 

Maddocks, John, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet April 2 (fer pau). 
Brougham. April 26 atl!, Kimberley, Scott's-yard, Bush lane. 
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McRae, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 27 (for pau). 
Brougham. April19at1. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. ’ 

Miles, Fredk, Sandfield-ter, Lewisham-rd, no occupation. Pet April |. 
April 19 at 2, Dowse & Darville, Lime-st-chambers. 

Moll, Ralph Fredk, London-wall, Merchant. Pet April 1. Murray. 
April 19 at li: Haigh, jun, King-st, Cheapside. _ 

Olander, Martha, Clapham-rd, no occupation. Pet April 2. Murray. 
April 19 at 11. Ball, Tokenhouse-yard. x 

Percy, John Luke, Vauxhall Bridge-rd, out of business. Pet April 2, 
Murray. April 19 at 12. Nichols & Co, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Peverall, John, James-st, Camden-town, Coal Dealer. Pet April 3. 
April 26 at 11. Downing, Basinghall-st. ; 

Pockett, Bolden Hook, Phoenix-st, Somers-town, Carpenter. Pet April 
1, April19at2. Ablett, Cambridge-ter, Hy de-park. . 

Rayson, John, Sheerness, Kent, Baker. Pet April2. Murray. April 
19 atl. Few & Cote, High-st, Southwark. 


Sarl, Wm, Lewisham, Kent, Financial Agent, Pet April 2. Murray. - 


April 19 at 12. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Savill, Chas, High-st, Camden-town, Ch 
Pepys. April23 at 2. Payne, Bedford-row. 

Stevens, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 2 (for pau). 
Brougham. April 26at 11. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Sutherland, Eliz, Brighton, Sussex, Widow. Pet March 31. April 19 
atl. Plunkett, Gutter-lane. 

Sydney, Edwd Isaac, St Helen’s-ter, Mile-end-rd, Gent. Pet April 3. 
April 26 at 12, Barnett, New Broad-st. 

Tarelli, Auguste, Carlton-rd, Westbourne-park, Professor of Lan- 
guages. Pet April2. Murray. April19at12. Durant, Guildhall- 
chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Turner, Thos Harrison, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 2 (for 
pau). Pepps. April29 atl. Hicks, Strand. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Blenkinson, Chas, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet April 
2. Ejllis. Sunderland, April 21 at 1. Bell, Sunderland. 

Brock, Lewis, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Jeweller. Pet April 2, 
Batt. Abergavenny, April 20 at 12. Sayce, Abergavenny. 

Brooker, John Bedford, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj March 17. 
Howard. Portsmouth, April 17 at 12. 

Brown, Wm Jcseph, Birm, Jeweller. Pet April 2. Hill. Birm 
April 21 at1l2. James & Griffin, Birm. , 

Bruford, Edwin, Taunton, Somerset, Printer. Pet April 5. Exeter, 
April 19 at 11.30. Trenchard & Walsh, Taunton; Hirtzel, Exeter. 

Caulken, John Edwd Harley, Birm, Journeyman Sinker. Pet April 2. 
Guest. Birm, April 23 at i0. Dickin, Smethwick. 

Chance, Joseph, Oldswinford, Worcester, Miner. Pet April 2. Harward. 
Stourbridge, April 19 at 10. Perry, Stourbridge. 

Charlton, Robt, Darlington, Durham, Journeyman Tailor. Pet April !. 
Bowes. Darlington, April 17 at 10. Nixon, Darlington. 

Cotes, John, Kirkby-in-Ashfield, Nottingham, Grocer, Pet March 29, 
Hubbersty. Alfreton, April 13 atil. Cursham, Mansfield. 

Courtney, Michael Jose;h,Lpool, Tailor, Pet April 1. Lpool, April 
19 at il. Holden, Lpool. 

Dale, Jas, Colchester, Essex, Innkeeper. Pet March 29, Barnes. 
Colchester, April 17 at 3. Jones, Colchester. 

Dutton, Fredk, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Beer Retailer. Pet March 
25. Keary. Stuke-upon-Trent, April 17 at 11. Ward, Longton. 

Dyer, Geo Alfred, Carleombe, nr Bath, Working Gardener. Pet March 
31. Smith. Bath, April 17 at 11. Bartrum, Bath. 

English, Joseph, North Ormesby, York, Bricklayer. Pet April 1. 
Crusby. Middlesbrough, Aprii 22 at 11.30. Dobson, Middlesbrough. 

Harrison, John, Ovingham, Northumberland. Dealer in Corn. Pet 
Aprill. Stokoe. Hexham, April 17 at 12. Taylor, Hexham. 

Harrison, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Fruit Dealer. Pet April 
2, Hill. Birm, April 21 at12. Barrow, Wolverhampton. 

Hollis, Wm, Stoke-upon-Trent, Siafford, Chemist. Pet March 30. 
Keary. Stoke-upon-Trent, April17 at 11. Ward, Longton. 

Holt, Fredk , Wm, Jarrow-upon-Tyne, Durham, Waterman. Pet April 
20. Wawa, South Shields, April 20 at11!. Tyzack, Scuth Shields. 

Hopkins, Richd, Cwmavon, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
April 3. Wilde. Bristol, April 17 at 11. Jones & Curtis, Neath ; 
Press & Inskip, Bristol, 

Hutchinion, John, Bradford, York, Fishmonger. 
Bradford, April 20 at 9.15. Robinson, Keighley. 
Jackson, Wm, Bolsover, Derby, Gent. Pet April 3. Leeds, April 21 
at 12, Handiey & Walkden, Mansfield; Broomhead & Wightman, 

Sheffield. 

James, Thos, Rudieigh Saiterton, Devon, Architect. Pet April 1. 
Exeter, April 19 at 11. Friend, Exeter. 

Lambert, John, Preston, Lancaster, Saddler. Pet March 27 (for pau). 
Dunn. Lancaster, April 16 at 18. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 

Love, David, Maesyewmer, Monmouth, Builder, Pet April 1. Wilde. 
Bristol, April 16 at 11. Beckingham, Bristol. 

McDowell, David, South Shields, Durham, Druggist. Pet March 24. 
Wawn. South Shields, April 20 at 11. Mabane, South Shields. 

Morgan, Jas, Lianfaess, Brecon, Beerhouse Keeper. .Pet March 30, 

_Evans. Brecknock, April 17at 3. Powell, Brecon. 

Nickolis, John, Smethwick, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 
31. Watson. Oldbury, April 16at 11, Shakespeare, Oldbury. 

tedman, Jas, Bristol, Porter. Pet April 3. Harley. Bristol, April 
23 at 12. Clifton. 

Reynolds, Walter Harris, Haverfordwest, Auctioneer. Pet April 2. 
Wilde, Bristol, Aprill6at 11. Price, Bristol. 

Richardson, ‘Thos, Leeds, Grocer. Pet March 31. Marshall. Leeds, 
April 19 at 12, Hardwick, Leeds. 

Richardson, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj March 18. 
Myres. Preston, April 22 at 10. 

Robinson, Wm Pickard, Leeds, out of business. Pet March 29. Marshall. 

. Leeds, April 19 at 12. Pickering, Leeds. 

Selvey, Suml, Belper, Derby, out of business, Pet April 1. Ingle. 
Belper, April 19 at il. Smith, Derby. 

Smith, Jas, Everton, Lpool,Comm Agent. Pet April 3. Lpool, April 

q lGatil. Etty, Lpooi. 

Sparshatt, Chas, South Warnborough, Southampton, Baker. Pet 
April i. Lamb. Brighton, April 16 at 12. Chandler, Basingstoke. 

Stanley, Edwin, Bristol, Commercial Traveller. Pet April 3, Harley. 

_ Bristol, April 23 at12. Price. 

Stephenson, Thos, Sunderland, Durham, Merchant Tailor. Pet April 
4 Ellie. Sunderland, April 2] at l.¢0. Barker, Sunderland, 


Pet April |. 





Pet April 1. 


Thomas, Joha, Splotiands, nr Cardiff, Glamorgan, Labourer. Pet April 
1. Langley. Cardiff, April 19 at 11. Raby, Cardiff. 
Thompson, Hy, Bath, Journeyman Bookbinder. Pet April 2. Smith. 
Bath, April 17 at 11. Pigeon & Ward, Bristol. 
Waterfield, Wright, Stafford, Lincoln, Saddler, Pet April 2. Tudor, 
Birm, April 27 at1l1. Law, Stamford. 
Wilkinson, Thos, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Shopkeeper. Pat 
March 31, Newton. Newark, April 21 at 12. Smith, Newark. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, April 2, 1869, 
Aldrea, Robt, Bishopsgate-st, Banker’s Clerk. March 19. 
Tvuespay, April 6, 1869. 
Aldred, Robt, Bishopsgate-st, Banker’s Clerk. March 19. 
Felix, Evan, Swansea, Glamorgan, Butcher. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 

ProprosaL ror LoAN ON MORTGAGES, 

Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (stale shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings , state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By order of tlre Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


N ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 

APRIL LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES, including landed 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, 
farms, ground-rents, rent-charges, nouse property, and investments gene 
rally, may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or by post for one stamp. Particulars for insertion in the May 
List must be received by the 28th April at latest. 


ILNERS' STRONG HOLDFAST and FLRE 

RESISTING SAFES, Chests, Doors, and Strong Rooms, with 

the progressive and recent improvements effected after half a century's 

experience, effectually guard against Fire and Burglars.—Liverpool, 

—— Shettield, leeds, Hull, and 47a, Moorgate-street, City, 
ndon. 


O SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than anyother house. List 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 

















S! ACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coats 

ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pose 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern, Thread, King’s. 








£s. d. Sa) 424i 22-6, 
Table Forks,perdoz..ee.. 110 Oandl 18 0 240 210 0 
Dessert ditto ..scccccosee | 0 Oandl 10 OU 112 0 115 6 
Table Spoons .-secesseeee 110 Oandl 18 0 240 210 0 
Dessert ditto so.sseceseee | 0 Oand1 10 O 112 0 115 0 
Tea SPOONS .eccsesessosee O12 OandO 18 0 i °S @ 0 


Every Article forthe Table asin Silver, A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
wardedon rece of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


JENRY GREEN (many yearswith the late George 

Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 

the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 

of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., 

and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise. 

ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 
File of “ London Gazette ” kept for reference, 





ILLS of COMPLAINT, ANSWERS, APPEALS, 
MINUTES, and all Law Printing, executed with promptitude 
and at moderate charges by 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law Pxrinrers, 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, London. 


Y ATES AND ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, E.C. 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills ot Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &. 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 








Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
' General Printing. 
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